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XXN extraordinary publication has ju£): made its 
appearance^ afking as abfurd a queftion as can 
well be put to the common fenfe of the Britilh 
empire, viz. *^ Why do we go to war ?*' It might 
as well be aiked, Why do we wifli to prefervc 
' our privileges and enjoyments as individuals^ or 
our honour and independence as a nation ? True 
it is^ that the author^ whoibever he may be^ has 
taken abundance of time to ponder over the fub- 
jp6k before he ventured to make his lucubrations 
public, and has, no doubt, carefully run^maged 
every corner of his brain in queft of fome fpecious 
argument in excuie for his profound ignorance, 
or in extenuation of his inflexible fcepticifm, or 
in defence of his wilful mifreprefentation. 
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I was, I own, rather curious to fee, efpecialfy 
as the work is attributed^ if not to a loyal fubjedt^ 
at leaft to an expert difputant, what could poflibly 
be advanced in fupport of the opinion which was 
indicated by the title-page ; which I knew was in 
dire(Stcc6n!tmdi^io]ii to {K^fi^tive ^As ; aiid .V^hich 
was confequently untenable by any fair mode of 
reafoning. But the perufiil of it, notwithiland* 
ing the labour of the author to affume a plau* 
fible ground, has only ferved to convince ine 
more firmly, thatjhe queflion^ with regard to the 
preient war, is fo clear and unembarraiTed, ia 
broadly founded on the common fenfe, and fa 
immediately supplying to the common feeling, of 
, Mankind, ^hattio ihgenuity'cjr krtcan iWift itirft* 
a^h'oppo^te ^Ire^dft, or inouW It into a confraii^ 
i^ape. ttbre ate, h6 Vevdr, Tonle ih€?h ib dofdy 
^'edd^d to their own iaJfe lyftein^, and fo defitdhii'^ 
of gaining 'ptbielyte's \6 tiieir abfurdities, t^at, irt' 
their efforts \b reprefent things 'as^they ivifti ^Ibetift 
in reality to exifi:, raftier'th'an abaridoh their ho^ek 
arid VieWs, when they are iftiable to cOriviilce by 
argument, they ftrive to miflead by fiibterftigc. 

Siich feeriis to he the fcopc which oiir author 
Bas allowed to his talents; and fuch being the mif* 
chievous pvirpbfe of his pamphlet, although 'fibt 
i^ritten with any extraordinary degree of acurhtfn j 
or ih a manner to produce thp fmalleft impreffidn 
on the minds brweU-infofa^dpeop^^^ b^ 
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ftHiftg 'ihio thte hands or the illitertite/it might, if 
linanfwered, opearatc t«^ith it prtjudiciai tendaicy 
liti tbdr judgments, I hate undertaken brieflj^ 
td dxartiiti* it, and to expofe the fkllacy, incon- 
fiftency, and itoWrepreftntatioh which it con* 
tains. - 

OuV Aurtror ojpens the fcene by informing ju^, 
ftiat the laft war brought us to thfe ** brink of a 
pt*e?cipi6e * ;^' ^tod his hmiianity is eXceffivdy^ 
Jhocfcrd, that w* ftiOuld be fo footi '*^ agai»in^ 
toTved in a donflift that has ev6ry appeatatice of 
fefeiYig feorte fetocious, more inveterate than the 
lalt ;*^ "UtA Whfch, of courtb, in Itis opinioti;^ lixtift 
fh6vitaMy ^tungfe tis into the abyfe. 

1 dsfrfainly am &6 averfe from war, iibftracStedlf 
tSonfidercd, ^ any tHati. I a6 plainly perceive its 
miferies, andas fincerely lament its neceffity. But, 
when 1 dec^kre this, I at the fame time contend 
that'thisife tftay bfe fittiations to which the calamities 
of w&fr, gitat and terriWe aS they unqaeftionaWy 
^ire, 'moit comparatively be rcjgarded asWefling^. 
When, therdforc, We perceived that fuch a fitoa- 
^iofr, 1hfe bkfc cOnt^triplation of Which creatcij 
iioittfr, W*8 rapidly preparing for us, and that 
%e cbuld dnly eicape frdrti it by a prompt tefolii^ 
lion to reffft % 'when we had reached fuch perilous 
•exff^ltlefe ; wh^ft, after 'being long deluded, \Ms 
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fciddenly awoke io a jufl apprehenfion of t^e dafi** 
gers which were hemming us in ; furely, between 
the choice of fuch . alternatives^ no wife, or pru- 
dent, or brave, or honourable man, could allow 
hjimfclf to^ hefitate for a moment. Under fucb 
urgent circumftances, he would not flop before he 
decided (as our author would have him) to deli- 
berate on queflions of finance, or to afcertain the 
extent of the taxes, and the amount of the na- 
tional debt ; but, convinced of the imperious ne- 
ceility of inflantaneous exertion, the Arongeft 
ix^Gipulfe of his feelings would be the difcharge of 
his duty, and the only obje(5l of his folicitude the 
ialvation of his country. Other confiderations 
may be ppflponed with fafety ; but to demur 
about the affertion of national independence is 9 
defperate experiment. 

• Our author fays, that, fituatcd as we were, ^^ the 
caufe (houU have been the moft obvious, the moft 
firiking to the fenfes of 6very individual in the 
kingdom, from the well-informed politician to 
the meaneft mechanic, the fimpleft peafant of the 
land ; a caufe that ihould have urged him to 
Oiafch the firft hedge-flake in his way to oppofc 
an infulting and aggreffive foe *." And was it 
not fuch a caufe, in the jndgment of every inha- 
bitant in the kingdom, fave a few, who (from 
jwhat good motives I know not) fide with our au- 

* Page '4. 



#hdr? Has not nearly every politician^ every] nte^ 
chanic, every peafant, not by a mute and ambi- 
guous ailent, but by the dccifive tcflimonyof 
a6live loyalty aiid patriotic zeal^ which he has 
voluntarily difplayed, confirmed the aflertion? 
Has not the generous emulation with which all 
ran^s and defcriptions of people^have flood for- 
ward) an emulation manitefied in different ways, 
according to their different means^ unparalleled 
in the hiAoiy of mankind, and which has induced 
them cheerfully to facrifice all private cafe and 
advantage to a ienfe of public duty, borne evi- 
dence to the fa£l? If ever a war werejuft and 
necelTary, and if ever an opinion of that jufiic© 
and neceffity could be plainly demon ftrated by 
the general voice and adion of a nation, in what 
manner could it be more triumphantly exprefled 
than it has been on the prefent pccalion ? 

Our author next finds fault with the meflTagc 
of the<8th of March, and tells us, t^re could be 
no juft cauie of alarm^ becaufe there were at that 
time *^ but two frigates in the roads of Holland, 
and but three corvettes in the roads of Dunkirk*/* 
And are thefc then the only two places to be dif- 
covered along the extenfive and formidable range 
of coafl: which is fubje<3 to the power and infiu- 
f ncc of Fraiicc ? Was Ihe not fitting out large 



afwamcnts M H^lvoetfluyp* ^f^ Fluftiiig?'Wai 
flie in^div€ at Havre, Cberburg, Br?ft> and Tout 
}on, her great naval arfen^ls ^ H^ not the re-t 
cruiling fervice been carried oa with unabated 
^iligence^ and even by extraordinary levies, ia 
every department of the republic ? Had not la plaa 
pf aggreffion^ perf^cqtion, and fpoliatiod, been 
fyftematically adopted towards other fiates \ Had 
vo^ not been repeatedly infulted and Aggrieved ia 
various ways? Had not our rights been quefiioh* 
ed, our claims rejedled, and every fatislac^ioii 
refufcd ? Had not the Chief Conful publicly 
))Qafled to thcjbegiilativepody and tp the Pritiil| 



* Ify as Talleyrand declared on the i;th of March i8o^| 
|[he expedition of Helvoetiluys were deftined for Americaf , hoiv 
came, Louifiana fo l^e ceded rp tbi^ Unitcid States on tt>e jQ^b 
of the foilowip^ ipobth |? On a meafi^re of f^ch impprt^niBf 
as thjB transfer of this valuable province, a cprrefppndcpce 
muft have been kept up between France and the United States, 
in order to fettle the tintns. The ineffage of the 8th of. 
M^rchy no doubt» baftenj^d its concUifion^ and probably 1119 
dqced France tp abandon her view9 in thai q^^r of (he glpbej 
\s\x, whichever v^§y it bp ta^en, it \% clear^ tliat thp Ffencl| 
cabinet was acting i^rith peffidy either towards Anierica 9r xl%. 
|f the expedition were deftined for Louifiana, it was a breacl^ 
of faith towards America, whilft a negotiattoa was pending for 
its c^ffion. If it w/^re po(, jtbe dedarAtipp tM it nm^ vas \ 
t)reach of faith ^oiyar^s u^* 

+ CorreJ^ndenee. Ftrbal NoU^ Nm* 4». 
t Pino^ Part 11. ^^sjkip 
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AmbajHador of his aiilitary force, and of what it 
was able and willing to accomplifh ? Did all theie 
concurring circumftanccs afford nojuft ground 
of jealoufy, precaution, or diflrufl ? Were they 
to be regarded as the common occurrences of the 
day, matters of mere indifference^ and, as fuch^ 
totally unworthy of our notice ? 

Having difinifled thefe preliminary topics, our 
author now enters into what he would fain make 
appear an imipartial and candid invefiig^tioq of 
the eight principal caufes of difpute, as flated in 
his Majefty*s Declaration ; and, by^ garbling a 
few unconneilcd paflages from themafs of corre- 
' fpondence, fuch as he is confcious will befl fuit 
his purpofe, he labours hard to Ihew, that the 
conduit of France has been temperate, dignified, 
and iincere, and that of Britain baily, infulting, 
and perfidious. But, in fpite of the aid which he 
has occaiionally derived from this unfair mode of 
reprelentation, he has coippletcly failed in the 
conclufions he has, with fo much anxiety, at* 
tempted to eftablifh. This I Ihall very eaiily 
prove. , 

. In this regular attack, he begins by faying, 
** The firft, and perhaps the heaviefi: (charge) re- 
fpedls the confifcation of our merchant-fhips *." 
This certainly was no flight caufe of complaint i 



* Page 5, 
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but our author endeavours to explain h away by 
remarking, that " in the early part of the laft War 
the French prohibited the importation of Englifh 
goods and manufatSlures, which prohibition they 
did not think proper to take off at the peace {* 
and further, " that they had an undoubted right 
to make what regulations and rcfiriflions they 
pleafed *.** As far as their own country was 
concerned, they certainly had the righL But does 
poflefling the right always juftify the exertion of 
it ? It was furely natural to expe6l that a rigid 
prohibition ^, which had been enafted during 
war, and which had arifcri out of the very cir- 
cumflance of the hoflile fitoation of the two coun* 
tries, {hould terminate at the reftoration of peace. 
But if, after the cefTation of hoftjHties, inftead of 
its repeal, or even its mitigation, we find it as 
obftinately perfevered in, and as rigoroufly en-? 
forced as ever, to put the mildefl conftruftion on 
fuch a condu6t, it muft be obvious that it betrayed 
a toalevolent and unfriendly dilpofition. If 
avowed a determination to continue the' injury, 
after the caufe for which it had been infli<?ted 
was removed ; and although a fornaal aft of 

^ Page J, . 

- f This law was paflcd at a period of peculiar invet«:?cy, m 
1794, during the ufurpation of the ferocious Robefpierre. Iti 
, cofttinuance was well worthy of the ufurpatioa of his fucccfloTi^ 
the ferocious Buonaparte. ' 

5 



It 

t^eidnctlUatiQn had been ratified, it icemed deiigned 
to keep alive, inftead of burying in oblivion, not 
pnly the remembrance but the incon<veniencea 
and per^Uies of pafl: aninaoiity. But this wa& 
not aU t tbefe fymptoms o£ aa alienated and ma* 
lignant mind were not left to mere negative 
iiifpicion $ tl^y were confirmed and aggravated 
by overt ads. 

£y the tmaty of Anu^ns^ it waa expreflly &u 
pulaied, that all iiequefiratipns impofed in France 
aaa4 England, on- the property of the fubje<fts of 
the rdpedlive empires, Ihould, on the ratifica- 
tion c^ peace, be imnjediately taken off*; and 
Ui was clearly implied, that an open and amicable 
comraonicatipn. Ihould be reflored,, and that every 
facility Ihonld be afforded, which was likely to 
cement a mutually good underllanding between 
the twQ countries* We faithfully and pun6lually 
performed, oujr part ; but the French government 
noft oaly refu&d to extend the lame rights to Bri- 
tifli fab^e^y but^ in defiance of the reiterated 
lemoaftrances of the Britifii Miniller, which 
they never deigned to anfwer, continued to in£uk 
€uxr fisig^ and feize our fhips;* They not only 
denied us tho(e privileges which they had agreed 
to allow, but fingling usr out as objedls of paf ti^ 
cular antipathy, they, in nuniexous inftances^ li- 
berally granted to every other country what they 

*s Definitive Treaty, Axt* X4« 
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rigoroufly withheld from us. 'They tiot only ob- 
je6tcd'to enter into any commercial arrangement 
with us themfelves, but. fhey openly exerted all 
their authority and influence to interrupt or dif-- 
folvc our connexion with other ftates. Severe 
as their laws adliially were againft this country, 
they did not conceive it neceflTary merely to ad- 
here to the provifions they contained, but, in 
order more efFedlually to harafs and injure our 
trade, they ftrained them far beyond any con- 
llru6Hon they would bear. .Not content with 
feizing veflels, on board of which Was Britifli 
property, coming within four leagues of the 
!Prench coaft, which they had decreed were liable 
to confifcation, they equally captured and con-i 
Hemned thofe which . contained no Britifli pro- 
J)erty,' which had been driven*into their harbours 
by flrefs of weather, and for which ho latitude 
tjf interpretation could furnilh tliem with th« 
ilightefl: pretence*. Was this the part of a 
friend ? Was it even the part of a neutral ? Was 
it not the part of a foe ? . I fee no reafon to p;:e- 
fume, as bur author does, th&t'our government 
was fatisfied as to tliefe points. They might not", 
indeed,^ have confideted them as likely to lead to 
a rupture ; they might have hoped that the French 
government Vi^ould at laft have yielded to the 

.  - '  

^ On thefe intcrefting fubjcSs, fee the Correfpondence, 
Iromp. i;; tpp. 169. 
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juftice of their dairris. But as to their being (a- 
tisfied, the diredl contrary is proved, not only 
by the repieated applications and remonflrances. 
of Mr, J^cklon and Mr. Merry, but alfo by 
tho(e of my Lord Wliitworth, one of w^ich waSv 
^ddrelTed to Buonaparte himfelf in the confer** 
ence that took place, between them in the montk 
of February of the prefent year *• So much for 
^ the firft charge ! 

The lecond charge, our author continues, re- 
lates to the commercial agents, who, he admits, 
were fent into this country, to be flationedat ouc 
different fea-ports, and who, amongft other pri- 
yate inflrudionsr (which were fortunately inter- 
cepted by the vigilance of our government), wero 
provided with the 'two following: 

Inflruflion ii. *' You are required to furnifli 
a plan of the ports of your diftridl, with a fpeci- 
fication of the foundings for mooring veflels/* 

Infirudlion 1 2. " If no plan of the ports can be 
procured, you are to point out with what wind 
veflels can come in and go out, and what is the 
greateft draught of water with which velfels caa 
enter therein deeply laden 'jfJ** 

All this, however, oiir author profeffes to think 
of very lightly, and endeavours to exculpate the 
Prcnch government even from the furmife of any 
finifler motive, by obferving, that " this inform* 



* Correfpoiidencei No* 38. 
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ilion was feaily ncdcflary in a commercial point 
of view merely f and that, as for plans of out" 
ports, and foundings of our harbours, " they may 
be purchafed at any good mapfeller^s ihtypin Lon- 
don */* This may poffibly be true : but, in the firft 
infiance;, why appoint commercial agents ? During 
the continuance of the commerciaf'trcaty, when 
there was a dole and extensive intercourse be- 
tween the two countries^ no fuch agents wereap<» 
pointed, nor was their neceffity felt. It furely 
tfien does feem rather paradoxical, that if the fer- 
Tices of" French agents could be conveniently 
difpcnfed with at the former period, they fhould 
be fo abfolutely requisite at the latter. For what 
were they wanted ? Not for the purpofes^ of trade^ 
for none exified. The French government evi* 
dently, therefore, had fome other objeiSl in con- 
templation. But let me further afk, why were 
' they diftributed in our fea port towns ? Why 
were they all feledled, not from mercbants(v or 
from? thofe whofe habits of life had led them to 
turn their minds to the inveftigation of commer- 
cial inquiries, but from engineers and other mili- 
tary men, who had fignalized themfclvcs la the 
republican army ? Why was one of the moft 
active and expert ordered to repair to Ireland ? 

W hy^ after his eflabliihment there^ was ho fuc- 
\ 

 ♦Page 6* 



m&itd with {)tivate Jrifi^rudlions, conveyed in z 
Gland^flitie inanfier? Why, if the infoftBatkm 
fought after could have feeen procured in any 
mapfelier'^ ihop in London^ was this circuttocid 
mode pmferred ? Why^ if it was to anfi^^er fome 
oommercial view m^riefyj was not (be Briti(h go* 
veniment candidty ap{>lfed to ? The anfwet to 
thefe interrogatories is obvious. The appointnierit 
alone, totifideringthedrcumftantes under which 
it took place, was fufficient to awaken Aifpicion. ' 
The tnyiiery and fecrecy whidi attended it 
amounted almoft \o a po&tive proof of guilt. 
The infltudlions, which w€rf intercepted, fell by 
chance into our hands. They are not of the tiioft 
bamiie^s caft ^ and frbm what they difcloie, id i| 
not fair to mfer that others, of a ftUl more ofien^ 
five tendency, efcaped dete<ftioq ? And do thfcy 
not lead us to guefs at the nature of the inflruc- 
tions thefe emiflaries itceived antecedent to ttreir 
departure from France ? If they were innocent, 
why did the French fo quietly acquiefce in thei^ 
fudden difmiflal ? Why did they not affert theic 
innoGqnce, and, by oourting invefiigation, re* 
fat>¥e the imputation of guiU ? The (a6l is, (hl(^ 
convi<ai6n told them that their intentions were 
difhoneft ; and the excufe they invented could 
only be regarded as an unmanly prcvaricatioat 
or » barefaced f^lfehpod. Mr« CHto*a c9n(iH^^ 
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liny letter, quoted, by our author *, arid fev^al 
9liicr correfponding propofitions refpedtirig trade,? 
were iqcrtainly prcfented by the French govern- 
noent ; but the moment the Brilifli government 
ihewed a^ferious difpofition to come to: a defini*. 
live fcitlement, infurmountable obflacles were 
inft^ntly fiarted by France, and fome freih caufe 
pi delay was interpbfed. 

The third charge, that ot deliring us to fend 
away the emigrants, is undoubtedly the leali im-r 
portant one; , and our author does, allow .(be*- 
caufe^ I fuppofe, it is the leafi important) that 
we :^ed with " manlinefs and humanity ♦f-,'* 
in refufing to comply 4;» This point was not, 
boweyer,. da our author Aates^ immediately abaur 
doned *•• it was repealedly urgai by 4hc French, 
and as repefitedly rejedted by us §• ' 

• Page 7. t Pages. 

X How did the late attempted negotiation at Warfaw^de- 
|;rade Buonaparte, and elevate Louis, even above the fplen« 
dour of a throne ! If any thing could recall the affedionsof the 
deluded fubje6ts of this Unfortunate monarch, and open their 
«yes to a juft conception of the "real chara£ier of the hypocri- 
tical tyrant vigors deflroying them, it wouki be th^ recoliec* 
Aon, of this tranfa^^ion. Buojiaparte, with all his craft, H]c.e 
9iher villains, fometimes betrays himfelf, and nothing could 
tiave fo folly proved even his own opinion of the weaknefs of 
Ms^titJc. - . 

\ f » SttcCacrefpondcQcc- 
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. The fourth charge, requiring that the laws ;(n4 
conftitution of this country ihould be changed, 
xclative to the liberty of the prefs, our author 
alfo affeds to treat as a matter gf perfedVipdifFer- 
encc; but from the length at which he argues it, 
and the pains he has bellowed on the difcullioq, 
he proves that, in reality, he considers it as ^ 
matter of importance. The aim of his reafonii>^ 
is, however, evidently to acquit the French, and 
to criminate us. He fays, '^ IjCt us fee what i§ 
the complaint, and what is the requef!:, and how 
£ax it can hf faid they have required an alteration 
in our laws and constitution. They cpipplain, 
that ever fince the conclulion of the treaty of 
Amiens, the Englilh prefs has not ceafed to ca- 
lumxiiate and revile the French and their govern- 
ment, to reprefent their republic in the niofl: 
odious and degrading light, that the pebpW are 
lippeale4 to againft it, and inAigated thereby to 
infurreiSlion and rebellion '"'. 

With which of the two countries thi? wa.r of 
words originated, I confefs myfelf ignorant: I 
have^ however, always undcrflood that theFreDclj 
were the aggre/Ibcs, This claim to pxionty, whe^ 
hotb parties wtrre fo ready to engage* is not worti^ 
afcertaining ; but of ihxs I am podti^^e^ that bq^ 
mfaliQUp iouTJlity, and recrimix^on of fsyerj 
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kind, were yielded with infinitely more virulcnc<5 
and ihdficency by the Paris than by the Lpncjoa 
joqrnalifts. There was, indeed, one eflfential 
difiinftion 'whiph chara6terize4 the remarks that 
appeared in this country, and \vhjch rendered 
them more cuttingly ofFenfive ; and this was, that 
they were, for the mofi part, founded in truth : 
whereas the retorts and afperfions which werp 
vomited forth by the Paris editors, were merely, 
the fabrications of jealpufy, hatred, angpr, and 
ipleen. 

Our author proceeds by faying, *' They ob* 
ferve (that is, the French), that the particular 

laws and conflitution of Great Britain are fqbor* 

, . . . . > 

fdinate to the geperal principles qf the law of 
pations ; that if it be a right in England to allovy 
the ipoft extenfive liberty to the prefs, it 15 ^ 
public right of pplifhed nations, and the bounden 
duty of governments, to prevent, reprefs," an4 
puni(h every attack which might, by thofe me^ns, 
Ve made againil the rights, the interefis, and the 
honour of foreign powers. This," our author 
exclaims*, ** is all but top true, and, I believe, 
vniverfally allowed.** Now I believe, that if not 
univcrfally, it is very generally difaJlowed. What, 
in the firf)^ infiance, has this to do with the law 
pf nations ? The law of nations means that cpde 
l^hich^ furifing out of the lavy pf nature^ ha^ 
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\ycth efiabllihed by the confent of independent 
flutes, for the adjudication ,o^ thofe affairs, 
which are beyond their domeftic jurifdi6tion, 
and which is neceifary to the regulation and 
maintenance of theiir foreign concerns. But it 
is totally diftindl from conAitutional Or .munid*^ 
pal law, and cannot poffibly have any control 
over the internal regulations of a feparate and in- 
dependent government. Of thefe, every fiich 
government mufi neceffarily. be the fble mover 
atid judge, accountable to no foreign power what- 
ever, and in which no foreign power whatever 
can, under any poifible pretext, claim the right 
of interference. If we had refufed to the French 
that redrefs which the jurilpfudence of the. coun- 
try provides, we fliould have merited a very fe- 
vere cenfure: but were we to qew-model our 
laws and conflitution, fuch as they have hap- 
pily exiiled for above a century pafl^, at the 
peremptory demand of an alien government? 
Was there any thing fo peculiarly facred in the 
chara(Sler or the adminiilration of Buonaparte, 
as to warrant fo flagrant a derelidion of the 
©hfervance of all prefcriptive modes ? Were we 
to deviate from the ordinary rules of diftribu* 
tive juftice; to change the eftabliflied forms 
of our tribunals ; to infringe the liberties of 
the irubje<Sl; tp put a padlock on the tongue, 
and pen ; and to inftitute an inquifitorial court, 
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tburt, in wliich our patriotic author would, no^ 
doubts have had a -Fr^^rA judge prefidc, merely 
becaufe eight or ten individuals had been in the 
habit of ftating that the French were enflaved, 
which every ofie perceived ; that the Firft Con- 
Hxl was a tyrant^ which nobody doubted ; that 
his ambition was in(atiable, which he was every 
day proving ; and that he had been guilty of the 
molt atrocious cruelties, which had been clearly 
brought home to him ? If our government had 
the power of controlling the prefs,. and laying it 
under arbitrary reftraints arid penalties for fuch 
oflfences as- thefe, there would be an end at otice 
of all freedom of opinion, of all political inveili- 
gation, and even of all hiflorical truth. I ntn no 
advocate for the licentioufnefs of the prefs. I 
freely acknowledge all Us mifchief, and never 
wt(h to Ikreen it from nierlted chaftiftment.. But 
when cxcefTesare committed, I am an advocate 
for that mode and meafure of punifiimenl which 
the known law of the land inflidls, and am a 
decided enemy to despotic fines, captious inno- 
vations, or unneceflary retrenchments; and, 
above all, to thofe which are dictated or fuggeft* 
ed by a foreign power* Our courts were open 
to Buonaparte, as well as to every other perfon^ 
and before them any one who had given hiin of- 
fence might have been arraigned. But whilft he 
knew thls^ Ke alfo Jinew the weakiiefs of his 
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catrfe. He per<^eived the impolicy af profccuttng 
a fait, in which all parties would faaTe been im- 

• 

partially 'dealt with. He was aware, (bat a'trtat 
On' fbch points as muft have' been there inveftl- 
gsrted and detailed, would have difflifed the in- 
famy of his charafter, and corroborated the proofs 
6f his guilt. That was the reafon why he was 
defirotis of fbme French method of flopping thcfi> 
AnpalataMe |)ublications, fuch as fecret exami- 
oation, fecret imprffoftment, fectet torture, and 
fecret death/ Yet our author, who difplays io 
much anxiety for the inti;odu6]tion of this in- 
tolerant fyftcm, affirms that he is ^ as much at- 
tached as any man to the liberty of the prefs *.** 
He goes on by afking, " Was it to be expcc^l- 
cd that the Firft . Conful fhould patiently and 
quietly endure to be fo perfonally abrifed, ilid 
hear the people he commanded perpetually ex- 
cited to revolt ?*' The wifeft plan he could have 
adopted, would have been that which was pur- 
foed by the BAtilh government with regard to 
fimilar publications in France; which was, to take 
no notice of them. But the irritability of his 
temper preventing th» prudent and dignified 
demeanour • if^ after having interdicted their ad- 
miflion into F^ance^ his revenge was flill un- 
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iktisficd; why did' he not have recouiic fath^ 
Qulj remedy which our goverttment could ofFer^^ 
and with which^ indeed^ it is provided for its. 
own defence, and apply for protection and re« 
dref&to the laws ? Were not the late Qu<?en o£ 
France^ ahd the late Epperor of Rufliay furely^ 
as augofi: perfpnagqs as Buonaparte, reduced ta 
the fame neceffity;? And if thefe .^lighty poten-^ 
tates^ defended from along lin^, pf^iUuftrioua 
anccftors, nurfed in the very cradle of pompp, 
accullomed from their earliefl infancy to regal, 

£ate, and born to empire and command^ could 
fubmit to appeal to the integrity, arid bow io the. 
deciflon,' of a Britifh tribunal, it could not be 
regarded as any peculiar condefcenfion or degra- 
dation for Buonaparte, the child of chance, the^ 
fbn of an obfcure family in an obfcure ifland,^ 
whofe early life had been palTed in indigence and 
tieglc(9:, who had crouched before each fuccef-^ 
five idol, who had been .the humble agent of 
Robefpierre, and the ferocious executioner of 
Barras, to purfue the fame courfe, and (if fuch it 
could be confidcred) endure the fame mortifica- 
tion. But thefailisjhe wasgoaded by the workings 
of confcious guilt ; he was exafperated by the ve- 
racity of the affertions in the Englifti prints, and ^ 
alfo by the perfe6l indifference with which our 
government, for a long tixnp> continued to treat 
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(Bvcn the official abufe of France *. Tbty defpifcd 
Ihe aUegations of falfehood; he trembkd before 
the narratives of truth. 

Our author aflcs, " what was required, or ra* 
ther what was folicited ?*' for Mr. Otto's note, 
he obfervcs, fays, ♦* The underligned ' has iil 
confequehce received a fpecial order {ofoUcit -f- ;" 
and a iittle further on, he informs us, that wt^ 
in anfwer, ** talk highly of the liberty of our 
prefs,'* and that ^\ the French arc filent, and 
pention the fubjedl no more %.^* 

Now one would really imagine from the above 
fiatement, that the French had mentioned the 
matter once § ; that they had preferred an humbk 

* Tb^ firft paper taken notice of by pur governm^nt| waf 
3eba{tiani*s Repprt. 

% Bj a reference to the Moniteur, thenatore and extent 
pf the French tiffi^ial abufe may be feen. But the moft fcaa« 
fbijous libels appeared in th^ Argus, a paper printed at Paris, 
in Englifli, and the only one that was latterly allowed to be 
circulated in France in that language. The proprietors of it 
Were an abandoned fet of Engliih and Irifli renegadoes and 
iraitors, who h$id faved themleives by flight from the juftice 
pf their country, and whofe olye£t wa§! to vilify and defame 
the kin^i the government, th^laws, the conilitution, apd the 
people, of the Britiih empire. They were, neverthclefs, 
l^nly patronized by the French government, and their paper 
waspubliflied and circulated under their aufpices. To ren- 
der \\ pxott peculiarly oiTen^ve, \i ijras conduced with aag- 
fnentpd afperity, at the verjr moment Mr. Otto was prefer* 
fjpg his com|daiDts in his ffUsitin^ note. 
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jCbiicttation ; , ilist we bad returned a baugliity a% 
fwet ; that they had acquieiced ; and that nothing 
more had been faid about it What then are w^ 
to think of the candour of our author^ when^ on 
referring to the Official Correfpondence, we diC- 
cover that, even in the very document he has 
ventured to quote, Mr. Otto, the humble Mr^ 
Otto, reprefents the matter as a very ferioua of- 
fence * ; that Talleyrand, in a converfetion with 
JxMrd Whitworth, gives him to underhand that 
the Firf^ Conful is highly iacenfed-j-; that tb^ 
FirA Conful himfelf, in bis conference with Lord 
Whitworth, declares that *^ io preferve fsacs jih^ 
abufe in the public prints mufl, if not taiaUyfupy 
frejfed^ atleafi: be kept within bounds, and con- 
fined to Englilti papers % ;'* and that Generajl 
Andreoin, in an elaborate note prefented to Lprd 
Hawkeibury, the 29thof Mareh 1803, aotcmly 
inveighs againft joumalifls and pamphletecrsj but 
againft the fpeeches of fome leading Members of 
parliament^ and concludes the fubjedl with tbq 
ttodeft propofal, that the Britifli preis fhould bo 
put under the fame regulations ais thofe which 
prevail in J^rance § ? ' 

Our author next lays, " There was a time, un* 
doubtedly^ when the Firil Gonial felt anxious tQ 
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oitaiA th€f good opinkin and ftieodikip of tbi# 
cour^try ^/' No doubt there was. Biat vras there 
eter « time whep he would harei granted us hU 
good opinion and friendfliip in return ? No I 
We had created a deadly and unalterable hatred 
an his breaft by the vigour with which wo had opr 
pofed him, by the boundary which we had placed 
to his arms ^nd his ambition. If| therefore^ he 
was defirotts of pt4r good opinion and friendfhip, 
it could not be iirom any motive of beaevolenoe 
or efteem; but that he might have a nearer 
profpetSt of deluding us by his perfidyi and a 
iafer opportunity of facrificing us to bts revenge % 
that he might, under the malk of diilimulatiop; 
undermine our refources, io^de our views, iruff- 
trate our hopes, and dedroy our independence. 
This, I contend, is by no means fuming too 
wide a 4eld of fuipicion« In cafes of this defcrip- 
tion, when the purport has been defeated, we 
can only reafon from analogy. But when I look 
,roun(^ and obfeirire the flavery and ruin in whicU 
(wherever he Aas fuoceeded) his prpfefSons tor 
.wards other, fiateg have uniformly terminated^ 
his defigns to the prejudice of this country arc 
iufficiently evinced. 

Whilft contempIatiBg the wretched and abjedjt 
condition of thofe^ates^ wluch have becj^ enfni^r* 
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cd by the foils of his artifice, and crufhcd by the 
ilrength of his power, which have felt the altera 
, Bate operation of the tyranny of his temper, the 
rapacity of his avarice, and the defolation of his' 
cruelty ; can any man be fo bafely tame, or fo 
madly foolifh, as to confide in his- afiurances ? 
What fecurity can you repofe in the promifes df 
an ufurper, who has denied his God, who has 
abjured his religion, who has ridiculed the ob- 
ligation of an oath, and whofe career has been an 
uninterf upted fucceffioii of treachery, rapine, and 
barbarity, fuch as human nature never before ex- 
hibited ^ How were thofe ' devoted countries, 
which are now chained down to the footftool of 
his throne, enflaved ? By a bafe dereliftion qf their 
own duties, and a blind reliance on his word ! And 
wh^t has been their reward ? Whither has he not 
difjpatched his minifters of vehgeande, who, like 
a fwarm of locufts, blaft the land* on which they 
alight ? Pillage add maffacre, profanation, ob- 
fcenity, and brutal lufl, have accompanied every 
flep. The very earth has feemed to groan undei: 
tfee burden of their crimes. Neither wealth nor 
poverty, fex nor age, have been fpared. The ve- 
nerable feeblenefs of decrepitude, the interefting 
helplefihefs of infancy, the ingenuous candour 
of youth, the fupplicating tears of beauty, the 
iandlity of religion, and the purity of virtue, 
have been equally difregarded. Sacrilege an4 
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blafphemy have fupplanted the rites of worihip ( 
rohbery and •confifcation have fahverted the 
throne of juQice; and atrocities and abomina* 
tions, which no language can delineate, have 
baniihed all peace and comfort from the pale of 
domeflic life.. The range of nature is the empire 
at which his infatiate mind grafps^ and the fuf- 
ferings of the human race are the obje<St. of his 
Jceeoeft appetite^. When no longer propelled 
by the oflenlible motives of his proiligate policy, 
he defiroys from the wantonneis of a brutal ima- 
gination, as if fearful that his dexterity Ihpuld 
be impaired by repofe. The tender of his bounty 
is the iinile of the traitor, who excites the hope, 
to aggravate the mifery, of his vidim ; and \yho, 
whilft fmiling, plants a dagger in his heart. Such 
is the character of the man, whom our author 
would recommend to the friendfhip of this coun* 

try. 

After what our author terms a re-examingtion 
of the three lad charges, he comes to the fifth/ 
which is that of affirming, that Great Britain 
canqot lingly contend with the power of France; 
which he alleges, *^ is too puerile to be com- 
mented upon */' Standing alone, it certainly is. 
If, for example, the muihroom King of Etruria 
had proclaimed the fame affertion, we fhould have 
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laughed at It. If it had come, even from 'Btrofi»^ 
parte, in any other way^ we ihouldhave defpifed 
it. But when i^ was delihei^tely iniefted in ia 
grave report from the executive governtnent of 
France to the Legiflative Body, in the defijgn of 
its being cireulated through Europe with all the 
weight and authority which fuch a goveriiment 
eould give to fiich an aft. It aflumed a very dif- 
ferent chiaraflcr. What could be the intention 
of the French cabinet in making fuch a vaunt ? 
It could not be to conciliate our friendfliip, to 
flatter our nationality, or to confolidate our fame^ 
Btit was it not to endeavour to convince Buropig 
of the cxrftence of the fa<9: ; to degrade us In their 
eftimatioTi; to prove to them that we hiad de- 
generated from our ancient chava^r ; and that 
we were fe completely cxhaufted and difmayed^ 
that we eould Jio longer claim a pretenfion to the 
high and ipdependent fit nation by which we were 
formerly diftinguiflied. Coupled alfo as it was with 
other c6ncomita^;itcircumftances, itwasnot altoge- 
ther unlikely to produce fuch an infercnte. Buona^ 
parte, having previoufly incnlcatcd the doftrine *, 
Jwd already formally declared, that we had 



* !S^t^MemtfurQf^09tbO4^erf!8Qfii8ivl)i(;|it}]|| 
gu^iliqnis difcufTpd ^t lei^gthinthe rppilt infol^nt tfrmSf fkm* 
oaparte's obfervatioa to Lord Whitworth of '* Vous n*ave» 
pag le droit d'en parler ^ cette heure," waa rather a lacooic 
mode of fettling fo iipportmit a queltion* 



no longer a ^l^t to interfere in (he continent^ 
concerns of Europe ; and to convince us -of Ym 
determination "to 2i&, up to tlie 'declaratiod, he 
was parcelling out kingdom^^ and pnneipalities^' 
and republics, at his pleafure* 

Our author fay's, '^ The fubfequent paragraph ii 
more worthy our attention/' 

^' Bat we have better hopes ; and we believe, 
in the Britifli cabinet, nothing will be liflened to 
but the couniels of wi(dom and the voice of 
hutnanlty*/* If this were not intended as a 
mockery, why was not the previous unprovoked 
aiftont omitted ? 

Of the fitth charge, which is the manlfcftcr 
publiflied in the Hamburgh Oazette, our author 
remarks, ^' ft is not a little furprifing to find in« 
ferted in the catalogue of offences, this manifeflo; 
fofy upon our demand of immediate fatisfa6lion, 
every authority from the French government for 
the publication of it was denied, and moft com* 
phidy dijavbwed^.^ This is as much as to 
maintain; that, however flagrant and public any 
idfbit cominiiied by one government towards 
another maj b^ although the facft be proved to 
demonflration,' which, in this infta«cc, it cer- 
tainly was, if the offending government choofe 
tp djfkvpw St^ the apology is fufficicnt, and all 

"^ Page ift« f Ibid^ 
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ground ot coqaplalnt is in{):antly temoved. By 
this fixange mode of f eafoning, you may circulate 
the mod fcurrilous abufe without, danger^ and 
propagate the* mo^ infamous falfehoods withput 
rc(poolibility. All you have to do on detedipn^ 

]^ Aoutly to difown the ^harge^ and the buiinefs 

*  - 

is at once fettled. It may be worth while to inquire 
into this ai&ir a little further. Now . as to Ihe fQi&, 
|t appears that M^ Rheinhardt^ Ihe French mini-' 
fler at Hamburgh^ applied, in hisofficial caj^city^ 
to the Senate of that city, to have inferted in theic 
Gazette a furious libel on the Britifh government. 
They were convened extraordinarily to conlider 
bow to adt in an affair of fuch delicacy, »but they 
judged it prudent to comply with the demand *., 
*f It was their wilh that they might at leaii h^ al- 
lowed to omit or qualify the moft ofFenfive paf* 
lages ; but M. Rheinhardt faid hisorders werepp- 
litive, for the full and exaff'mikxtion of the whole-f^." 
M. Rheinhardt, howevej,, not yet. fatisfied with 
t,he fuccefs of his. ^ertions, applied to the magif* 
trates at Altona for leave to have it alfo inferted in 
their papers ; who replied, " that they could not, 
poilibly permit it without an exprefs order from 
their government." In confequenceofthisrefuial, 

* If the Senate had inferted fuch s^ paper againd; France, 
at our inflance, what would have been the fate of Hamburgh) 
t SeeCorrefpoadence, No* 71. 



*^ M. Dagucffeau, the French mlnifter at the court 
of Copenhagen, received frotri his colIeag;ue at 
Hambargh, a copy of the article, with a requeft 

• • • 

that, he would folicit the pcrmiflion of its publ^- 
cation in the Datiifh papers*/* This was alio rc- 
fufed. Now is it at-all probable that two French 
xninifters, who wdU knew the temper and power 
of their mafter, -fliould have ventured, without 
orders f to have made a requtfition of fo ierious 
and unexampled a nature ? and is not what fol- ' 
iowed a decifive proof that thcfe orders wer6 
tranftfiitted ? It was very eafy for Talleyrand, 
after the purpofe was anfwered,- to deny the fadt; 
and to fay, ** that the Firfl Confnl confidered 
Rheinhardt's condu6l fo reprehenfible, that every 
fatisfaSion might be expedted." Was any fatiC- 
fa6Hon given ? Was the only reparation (and 
that but a poor one) which could be made, grant- 
ed? Was the fadl publicly and formally dif- 
claimed? Was the Senate of Hamburgh au- 
thorized to ftate, which they would gladly have 
done, that the infertion was without authority; 
that it was a mifunderftanding, and that it was » 
grofs and fcandalous libel ? Were Rheihhardt 
aud Daguefieau chaflifed for their infolence ? 
Were they difmified from their offices, or creii 

. ! .  • * 
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reprimanded for this pretended breach of tttfimo 
iion ? The matter fpeaks for itfelf. 

A little farther on our author remarks^ that 
^^ a futile argument is fometimes made lafe of^ 
that theie caqfes are nothing if fingly taken, but 
all together amount to a fui&cient one ;** and by 
way, I fuppofe, of enlivening his page with a fpe« 
pimen of the fecundity of his wtt^ he adds, ^^ but if 
individually they are nothing, and are proved to be 
fo, can an aggregate o( nothings ever amount to any 
thing*?'* Now, whatever our author*s eftima^t 
tion of them may be, I really never heard any 
thing like £ach an aflertion made t and I think 
any man, whoferiouily advances it, mull be not 
only deflitute of common feelings but of common 
^nfe. In the opinion of many^ each, ieparately 
taken, was a fufKcient caufe of wan In the opr«* 
nion of others again, although, individually ooil^ 
Udered^ they did not perhaps warrant an jmtne^ 
diate recourfe to thelail extremity ^yet CoHedtveljr^ 
they furnished a very ftrong cafe. And altbou^ 
we axe infinitely obliged to our author for the ia* 
formation, that add nothing to nothing and nd^ 
thing will be produced^ yet, with hi^ penhiffioni^ 
we may alfo be allowed' the eapacity to percdve, 
that feveral firot^ ppi&ts added together yield an 
aggregate of their united iirength, and that even 
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trifling caafes, by repetition, may at laft amount 
to fomething infupportable. 

Our author next confiders the charge of ag- 
grandizement, and earneftly endeavours, though 
to very little purrpofe, to perfuade us that France 
IS ftill in the right. He inquires, ** whether the 
Situation of Eiiropc? was eifentially different at the 
time of the meffage, in March 1803, from what 
it was at the figning of the treaty of Amiens, 
Ivlarch 1802 *?" I anfwer. Yes ! it ejfentially was. 
Piedmont was not'then annexed; the clandcftine 
arrangement refpefting Parma was unknown, 
and confequently unfufpecfted ; the encroach- 
ments on the Germanic Body had not been finally 
arranged •f'; the independence of Switzerland^ 
which had been folemnly guarantied by a recent 
treaty, had not been forcibly violated; and the 

* Page 13. 

\ lii the fettlement of this imquitous bufinefs, every one 
mull be Uruck with the large portion allotted to the King of 
Pruffia, and the (xnall one acquired by the Grand Duke of 
Tufcany, whofe forfeited dominion was of ten timefii the value. 
The principal objed of France, was to weaken the power of 
the Houfe 6i Auftria, oil whofe prefervation, the liberties of 
the continent were chiefly dependant. In proportion as the 
Emperor is humbled, the King of Pruflia, who is the tool 
and yaflal of France, is rendered more formidable (I mean, 
tf courfe, in his relation to the Germanic Body), Thefeizur^ 
of Piedmont and Switcerlandf which were the chief barrient 
ag^rinft Invafion, have given a fatal blow to the power an4 
coafequence of the Aufirian family, 
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agreement, which France had entered into* to 
withdraw her troops from Holland^ wasexpcdled 
to be punflually obferyed. And are all thefe dif- 
appointments, all thefe fpoliations, all thefe fcan- 
dalous infradlions of the moft facred pledges by 
which one nation can bind itfelf to another, mere 
matters of indifference ? In the good times of • 
Europe, any one of thefe adls would have roufed 
every other flate to arms, and have cemented a, 
general league for the repreffion and chaflilement 
of fuch iniquitous proceedings. And bfecaufe 
other ftates have meanly fhrunk from fheir duty, 
is a powerful, an honourable, a valiant, and an 
independent nation like Britain to follow their 
retrograde and cowardly footfteps ? Are we bound 
to repofe confidence it^ the bare ajfurances of a 
government, in whofe aQs we can trace nothing 
but the moft flagitious perfidy ; which, towards 
every other country, has broken its plighted faith; 
which^ whenever its flrength has been fufficient 
to enfurc impunity to crimes, has overftepped all 
didiatesof honour, all principles pf juftice, and 
all bounds of decency ; and which, in addition 
to thefe proofs of an unprincipled mind, has, in 
numberlefs inftances, t^flified an unremitting 
propenfity to reduce us to the fame helplefs and 
contemptible fituatior^ \ By wa^y of illufiration tQ 
his mode of reafoniog, our ingenious author pro^ 
.pounds jhc following queftion : " If," fays he, 
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^ a man has taken my pnrfe, of what confequence 
is it whether he holds it in his hand or puts it into 
his poqket*?*' — So that if a thief got hold of a 
purfe, if he were but a French thief {which 1 take 
to be our author's meaning), he would have him 
quietly keep it, and would difapprove of any in- 
terference which might difappoint^ him* of hi? 
prey. But independently of the turpitude of fuch 
a dotflrine, which goes to the total difmember- 
ment of focial life, the cafe is far from being a 
parallel one. In the above inftances, France 
had never obtained an abfolute pofleflion. Her' 
troops had been admitted conditionally, at Icaft 
by implication, and formal contrails had been 
fince concluded, explicitly declaring, that the 
independence of the countries fhould be in- 
violably prefervcd-f-. Whether the treaties refpedt- 
ing Piedtnont, Switzerland, and Holland, were 
negotiated with us or with any other power, was 
perfedly iramateriah With whomfoever they vvqre 
negotiated, it was natural to fuppofe that they 
would be executed ; and the treaty of Amiens 
being founded on a bafis which bore an imme- 
diate reference to the relative fituation of Great 
Britain and France :{:, any eflcntial change in 
that fituation, to oar evident difadvantage, be- 

• Page 13. 

t See the treaty of Luneville, and^hat between Fraqcc 
and the Batavian republic, ^ 

{ Corrcfpondence, No. 45. 
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came a point of proportionate confcquence to tu. 
Did the Firfi Conful's exclamation of ** Cefonldes 
hagatellesy^ alluding to Piedmont and Switzer- 
land, diminilh their real importance, or tranf- 
mute the original and acknowledged principles 
of the treaty, thofe conllituent and fundamental 
materials on which the whole fabric was reared ? 
Was not this country alfo peculiarly interefted 
in the independence of the Batavian republic ; 
and did it not, by the third article of the treaty 
of Amiens, confent to an aimoil general refiitu- 
tipn of her colonies, evidently under that impref- 
£on ? Can the idea be for a moment entertain?^ 
that it was the defign of the Britifti governpent 
to; place all theiie rich .and valuable fettlements ia 
the hands of our mod dangerous rival ? 

Thefe unjuflifiable pretenfions and atfts on the 
part of France affumed alfo an alarmiqg afpe<ft 
in another point of view. They, in fomp degree, 
developed the infidious defigns of the Firft 
Conful, and, by proclaiming that he was not to 
be reftrained by any written agreement, they na- 
turally awakened our jealouiies and fears, and 
pointed out to us the necefiity of looking more 
clofely to our own fecurity. Our author fays, that 
" Buonaparte declared he would withdraw his- 
troops, the moment the treaty of Amiens was 
fully completed on our part^ and Malta evacu^ited 
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according to agreement *.'* But, by bU teaty 
>?vith Holland, he wa^ bouod to withdraw bit 
jtroops tliic moment the definitive treaty wat 
fignqd "f*. No diiagreeco^nt had yet arifen about 
Malta ; nor vrprp we, even fiippofing that all th^ 
conditions r€(|?e(5ti:ng it^furreqdcr had Ixeen puflCr 
JuaH^ fulfilled, pledged to evacuate it before the 
expiration of thfep qionths. . France then begai^ 
the difpute by a breach of faith, in the ol^ferj^ancc 
of which we were materially concerned, An4 
what aflurance pr fecurity did Ihe offer u$b^t her 
mere wordy which ihe was in the conflant babi( 
of viblating, that ihe would on this occaiioQ b^ 
fcrupulous ; or how could we expeA that ifli?^ 
who in that very identical inflance-had broket^ 
her faith with Holland, would not alio break ijt 
fwith Britain ? 

The laft point our author muflers in review if 
Malta, which, in truths is one of the moftpror 
raincnt caufes of the prefent -w^ar. 'He fays^ 
** By the loth article of the treaty of Amien$, w€ 
appear fpecifically and abfolutely to hay^ agreed 

* Page ij. , { 

f We, in obedience to the treaty, delivered up Miporca an^ 
Porto Ferraio, within the period of one month. France, oo 
the contrary, in defiance of the fplr'u of the treaty, feized 
Porto Ferrafo on its being evacuated by our troops, and, in 
defiance of the letter^ kept pofTefTion of her conquefts in the 
Mediterranean for tbr^e months. 
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16 evacuate Malta within the fpacc of thfce 
months after the iignature : we keep it twelve, 
then demand it for ten years longer ; which not 
being complied with, we commence hoflilities. 
What is our defence * ?** Certainly not fuch a 
one as our author feems difpofed to make. 

Although I am far from thinking that there 
would have been no war had no difpute arifen 
about Malta, yet I readily admit, that much diC- 
cuflion and altercation might have been fpared, 
had the poflfeffion of it been confirmed to us 
by one of the articles of the treaty. This, how- 
ever, having been omitted, all we had to do was 
to look to the fpecific terms on which we had 
agreed to furrejnder it, arid to abide by them. 
Having put our hand and feal to certain condi- 
tions, we furely intended that the limitations and 
reftridions they prefcribed fhould be literally 
obeyed. What is the meaning of a contraft but 
to bind down the contra6ling parties to the ob- 
fervance of particular ftipulat^ons, which if not 
in every i^fpedl complied with, the bargain i» an- 
nulled ? If this be not the meaning of fuch an 
inflrument, ^here is the ufe of its intervention ? 
for if the parties, at the time of its performance, 
intended to abfolve each other from its contents, 
the deed itfelf was in its origin a nonentity. But 

* Page 1 6. 
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tl>is1s too ridiGuloqsan abfurdity for the moft cre- 
dulous to entertain. The validity of the deed being 
then granted, w:c have only to examine the terms* 
They, are expreffed at confiderable length, and 
bear every internal evidence of fincerity, and even 
of anxiety on our part, that they (houldbe aceon>« 
pliflied ; and if, from no negled or fault of ours, 
but in confequence of difficulties and objeiSlions 
thrown out by thofe powers who were invited to 
become guarantees, they were afterwards rendered 
impradlicable, the blame couli^ not lie with usp 
and we were certainly releafed from our part pf 
the engagement. Any other arrangement might 
np doubt have been concerted between the parties 
immediately intereft^d. That was optional, but 
the e;xifting one was to all intents and purpofeg 
void. But this buf^nefs dpferves more Q^inut^ 
invefligatipp. 

Article lo of the definitive treaty, about whicb 
fo much has been fatd, is followed, as every body 
Jinows, by thirteen fllpulations. 

The I ft fays. That the knights of the Order, 
whofe langqes fhall continue to fublift after the 
exchange of the ratifications of the prelent treaty^ 
^re invited to return to M4lta> as foon as that ex* 
change fhall have taken place. They fliall there 
form a general chapter, and Iball proceed to the 
eledlionof g Grand Matter, &c. 

Th? a4| That^ xnx ord^ to prcferrc the; (a^ 
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pcndencie of the iltand, there fhall lieneeforlh be 
ho Englifh nor French langues. 

The 3d, That d Maltefe langue ftiaTl be 6fla- 
blifhed, to be fupported out of (he land revenues 
dnd commercial duties of the ifland—to be en- 
dowed with peculiar privileges, which are ena^ 
merated. And it is moreover' Aipulatcd, that 
f be municipal, revenue, civil, judicial, and other 
effices under the government of (heifland, flball 
be ^lled, at leaft in the proportion of one half, 
by native inhabitants of Malta,* G020, and 
Comina. 

The 4th, That the forces of' his Britannic M^t- 
jcfly fliall evacuate the ifland and its d^penden- 
ifics^ within three months aftcJt the exchange of 
^he ratifications, or fbdnef if it can be done: at 
fhat period the ifland Ihall be delivered u^p M the 
Order in the ftate in which it now is, provided 
that (he Qrand Mafter, or commifnoners, fully 
icmpoWered according to the ftatutes of the Order, 
be upon the ifland to receive pofTefRorK; jfnd that 
the force to be furnifhed by his Sicilian Majefly, 
^s hereafter fii]!)vllatcd, be arrived there. 

•The 5th, Th^t the garrifon of the ifland fliaft 
at all times confifl at leafl^ one half of native 
Maltefe, &c. 

' The 6th, Thit the independerice of the'iflands 
of Malta, Gozo, and Comiiio, as well as the 
^^fefini aVrSrigcincrtt, iffrait be under the prcrtec- 
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tion and guaranty of Great Britain, Franc^^f^ 
Auftria, Ruffia, Spain, and Fruflia. 

Articles 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, relate to the 
neutrality of the ifland, and certain commerciat 
atnd internal regulations. 

The 12th, That his Sicilian Majefty fhall be 
invited to furnilh two thoufand men, natives of 
his dominions, to ferve as a garrifon for the feyerat 
fortreifes apon the ifland, &c. 

The 13th, That the feveral powers fpecified in. 
paragraph 6, Ihall be invited to accede to thc^ 
prefent arrangements — Sudi is the fubAance of 
the thirteen paragraphs *. 

Our author obferves, that the fourth *^ is the* 
only proviiional claufe -f- \^ but becaufe it is the 
only proviiional one, is it the only obligatory one ? 
I maintain that every one of the other claufes is 
fully as binding. Is not the claufe in quedion 
touched in the fame terms as the others ? Does 
it not fay, *^ The forces of his Britannic Majefty 
fiall evacuate,'* &c. and can the word, ^^ pro^ 
vtdedr in ihe middle of the fcntence, impart an 
additional force to the word ^^ Jhall'^ at the com- 
mencement ? On the contrary, it is a qualifi-- 
cation which evidently weakens it. It provides 
an 'additional ilipulation, afFe<9ing that particu*^ 
)ar claufe, but can have no tieference to the co^** 

* See the Definitive Treaty. f ^ag^ ^^* 
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flru6lion of the preceding or fubfequcnt parts of 
the treaty^ 

The next paragraph our jluthor tnentfons i^ the 
iixtb> which flipulates, that the independence of 
the iflands fliall be under the protedlioti and 
guaranty of Great Britain, JP'rance, &c* Is this 
language at all equivocal ? If to the fentence, 
SIS it dands^ had been prefixed—^' provided they 
accept;" here would have been one of our au* 
thor's provifional claufes, which would have done 
away the prefent import of the word Jia/l ; but, 
flanding alone, it is unqualified and abfolute. 
Our author remarks on the expreffion, JhaJl he, 
** What ! whether they will confent or not  ?'* 
The inquiry was not made ; but the French, who 
were parties as well as ourfelves, were in clofe 
intelligence with feveral of the propofed guaran* 
tees, and had better opportunities than we of 
learning their fentiments. But why, pray, is the 
^^ JhalV^ in paragraph 4 to have fuch force, and 
the ^^ JhalV in paragraph 6 to be divefted of all 
fiscnification ? The anfwer is evident.: becaufe 
i^ fuits the purpofes of our author, and of hisr 
friends the French. 

• Our author next jumps to paragraph 13, in 
which, with his accuflomed fagacity and impar- 
tiality, he obferves that the powers fpecified in 

* Pdgci7, 
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paragraph 6, ire invited to accede to the prerent 
arrangement. The term invited, he fays, is a 
proof that they had the power to refufe. No- 
body furely ever thought of denying them the 
power ; but we at ledft hoped and expe<^ed that 
they would comply, and, at all events, were 
bound to put the queftion in a civil manner. 
;^ow it is worthy of remark, that the above term 
occurs twice before in this particular part of the 
treaty refpe6ting Malta; viz. in paragraph i,' 
the knights of the Order are tnvifedXo return. Wc 
were no furer of the invited knights than of thcJ 
invited guarantees ; yet if the knights, defpifing 
our invitation, had refufed to return, would our 
author contend that we were bound t<j deliver up 
the iflahd ? To whom ? to the French ^ Again, 
paragraph la, "His Sicilian Majefly ihall be 
invited to furnifli two thoufand men." Here the 
expreffion is identically the fame as the one our 
author quarrels with above. His Sicilian Ma- 
jcfty had alfo the power to refufe ; yet, if he had 
refufed, would our author ftill have had us eva- 
cuate the ifland, when, by fuch a refufal, his 
favourite folitary prpvifional claufe would have 
been completely invalidated ? So much for the 
candouT, an^, I may add,, for the logic, of oui: 
author ♦. 

 The fcnfe whkh the French government fbmetimes an- 
oc^CS to the t^nx " iavited,'* n>ay be feen by refcFring tOk 

jp 2 



44 

' But why were guaraotees nominated, and a 
certain fet of langues agreed on, except as a fecu- 
rity againil the projects of France, which we, 
from pad condiuSl as well as prefent prctenfions, 
were certainly juflified in fufpefling ? The 
ianguesy however, underwent fuch radical altera* 
tions, that their very confiitution was vitiated, 
and their confoquence and independence were 
totally deiiroyed. Some of the priories were 
abolifhed, whilfi others were deprived of their 
revenues ; and ais for the guarantees, in confe-- 
quence of the obfiinate lilence of France, they 
declined acceding to our repeated applications. 
Now what did our repeated applications and the 
pbflioate filence of France prove ? What but 
OUT fincerity and her perfidy ? Let us, for a 
little, examine dates, tbofe fiubborn criteria of, 
truth. The definitive treaty was figned on the 
a^th day of March 1802, and Malta was to be 
evaluated on certain conditions (one of the pria.n 
dpal <)f wfaach was, the acceifion of the propofed 
guarantees) three months pofierioc to that a£t. On 

J^o. %i of the Official Corrdpondeoce, \n whkh it appears, 
that Semonville, the Fretich ambaiTador at the Hague^ in hi$ 
infolent communication to the Prefident of the Batavian go- 
vernment, after declaring the furpri(e and indignation of Buo- 
naparte in confequence of fome domefiic difturbances, informs 
him, ^^ Que le Premier Con(ul| CQnime alli6 de la r6publi^ue|, 
invitoit le gouvenjemcnt," &c« 
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the < 5th of July at Vienna, on the a 1 ft of Aognft 
at Berlin, and a few days previous to the 17th of 
September at Peteriburgh, we find, from the 
official condmunications pf our minifters at thefe 
reipe6live courts, that the French minifiers had 
received po inftruiSlions from their government 
to join our applications refpe6ling the compl^ioa 
of *hc gqaranty *. Were we then anfwei;ablc 
for d^flacles which were occafioaed by the ddi^ 
berate negletSl, or the artful intrigues, of the 
French cabinet ? Were we the cauie of difficulty 
or delay ? 

^ In confequence, however, of our perfifling 
to retain Malta till the conditions, on which 
we alone agreed tp £urreuder it, were fulfiiledji 
the French government, to fave appearances, ^ 
laft ordered their minifiers at Berlin and Peterf- 
burgh to apply (their minifter at Vienna having 
previoufly applied without orders, and the Em- 
peror having confented), in conjun<2ion with us; 
and on the 3d of November following, we find 
General Hedouville, who was the French mini* 
fler at the court of Peterfburgh, fiating in the 
prefence of Sir J, B. Warreq, the Britilh mini- 
iier, to the Chancellor of Ruffia, " that without 
the guaranty of Ruffia, either of the two powers 
(meaning England and France), upon fhe firft 

* See the Cbrrefpondcncc, 
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difference between them, would look npon 
Ibemfelves at liberty to feize the ifland *.*^ 
Here then, at Jeaft, was his opinion of the im- 
portance of a guaranty, and particularly of the 
accefSon of Ruflia. . 

The firft formal requifition reQ>e<?l!ng Malta, 
vhich was made to the Britilh cabinet, was on the 
25tb of January 1803. On that day we find the 
crafty Talleyrand, who was not yet acquainted 
with the conditional confent of the Emperor of 
RuiKa, acknowledging to Lord Whitworth, that, 
generally fpeaking, the acceffion of the guaran- 
tees was neceflary ; but obferving ( Auffria hav- 
ing confented, Pruffla being at his command^, 
and entertaining fome doubts about Ruffia) that 
the guaranty would be equally complete w/Mo«i 

 Correfpondence, No, 35. 

^ In Auguft 1802, when Mr. Bignon, the French mmi%r 
at Berlin, was applied to at different times hy Mr. Cafamajor^ 
on the fubje£t of Malta, '^ he conflantly affe6ted the greatefli 
indifference^ and treated it as a matter of too little kpportanc& 
t6 occupy the attention of the French governntent J." Tn 
jNevember of the fame year» Count Haugwitz, t^e principal 
FruiHan minider of fiate, was applied to by M^. Jackfon, on the 
feme fubje£l. He feid that l^ruilia "took a very flight intereft 
mthe fate of the iihnd, and that fliewas countenanced la 
wtthhoMing her guaranty by the example ef Spain §•" Here it a 
fn^gular coincidence of fentiment^ between the French z^\ 
Pru(&an minifterSf and a pretty ftrong circumllanti^ proo^ 
that they were l>oth iafini6^ed by France hxyyf to ad^ 

% C^rrefp^ndtncty i\(i?.aS* § J?^. Ji« 



47 

ttuffia^ ; adaiiUing alio that we had foflle ppfe^- 
text to k^ep Malta^ but that it would be fpee* 
dily removed 4:. So late^ therefore^ as the 25th 
of January 1803, within a few days of ten 
months after . the iignature of the definitive 
treaty, we obferve the wary Talleyrand differing 
entirely from the opinion of .our author, and 
allowing that we had ajuilifiable pretext, which 
-would he foon removed. Could then, in the 
name of candour and jufKce, up to this period 
at leaft, any blame poffibly attach to us ? YvHt 
days after Talleyrand's declaration, viz. on the 
30th of January, Sebaftiani's Report was pub^ 
lifted. 

About this time the provifional acceflion of thd 
Emperor of Ruffia, which had been ligned at 
Peterfburgh on the 24th of November iSoz, 
reached London. It was unfortunately fuch as 
we could not confent to, as its main purport was 
to aboli(h the ^alteie langue, and to disfranchifc 
the native inhabitants of the ifland of all thofe pe- 
culiar privileges with which we had fiipulated that 
they fhould be invefli^d. But whilft we lamented 
this circumflance, we teitified every difpolition to 
come to fome qualified arrangement, which might 

f Here was a wide difference of opiaion between Talfejr* 
x^nd and Hedouville. 

t Correfpondencc, No. 3 J« 
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bring the diipute to an amicable adjuftmeaf^ ind, 
at the fame time, feCure the Maltefe, whom we 
in honour were bound toprotedl, in the enjoyment 
of their rightd-l-. Nothing, however, candifann' 
the refentment of our author, who, ever ready to 
Aand forward as the champion of France, in his 
fatal zeal to ferve her, is thrown into aheap' 
of inconliftencies, among which he totally lofes 
htmicir. One moment he reproaches us for aban- 
doning the Maltefe, the next for advocating 
their caufe ; and after ibuling us (though not in 
terms, yet in fadl) for infifling on the obfervance 
of the Jetier of the treaty, he accuses us of flying 
from the letter, and wifhing to abide by our in-^ 
terpretation of the Jpirii *. 

No (boner did the French government perceive 
our readinefs to enter into a neW arrangtment 
re(pe6ting Malta (which had been indicated even' 
before the fentiments of the Emperor of Ruflia' 
were known), and to renounce thofe advantages 
which the unforefeen impra<Slicability of the con- 
tra^ had fairly placed in our hands, than they 
confirued this relaxation into a dUpofition to ab- 
dicate every thing rather than renew hoflilittes* 
Stimulated by fuch conjedlures^they imagined that 

f Correfpondence, N<x 2, of papers ordered to he printed 

on 26th May, 
* Page 20. 
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tbey could ealily terrify us into any terins of Tub- 
miffion ; and in this perfuafion, partly by way 
of bravado^ and partly to expofe an<J humiliate 
us in the eyes of the world, they thought fit to 
publifti Sebaftiani's Report, wherein they infp- 
lently difplayed the fcopc of their views, and 
boldly avowed the plans they purppfed adopting 
to enfiire their accoraplilhroent *. . . 

Although this Report, like every other outrage 
or aggreffion on the part of France, is treated by 
,our author with the greateft levity, it was,, for-, 
tunately for this country, contemplated by the 
Government with a more appropriate feeling. 
The French had now hazarded ^ ilep too far, 

^ General Andreoffi, in bis official note prefeoted on the 
«9th of March 1803, mentions Sebaftiani's Report as an ^n^ 
fwer to Sir Robert Wilfon's publication. He fays, *' It wa^ at 
once a refutation and a reparation, which the French army 
had a right to cxpe^l f /' Now if this had been one of the 
occafions of the Report, being merely an hiftorical anecdote 
related by ?ipri*vau individual (and, like the relation of every 
other tranfa^tion, heceifary to the cbara6ier of his work}, it 
ftill could be no j unification of the conduct of iht government 
of France. But even the fi^, defective as it is. Will not bear 
out the afiertion. Sebafliani failed from Toulon on the i6th 
of September, and Sir Robert Wilfon*s work did not appeals 
till the November following ; fo that the inilru6lions of the 
French emilTary cpuld not poilibly be the confequence of the 
publication of the Engliih Colonel. 

f Cerrefpondence, ^^.49* 



which at oni^e opened oar'eyes^ awakened us.'to 
our danger^ and put a period to conceffion. 
Many of the lies which the Report contains 
were . fo palpable^ that the internal evidence of 
theiif falfehood was infiantly difcemible. The 
unqualified publication of them by the govern** 
tnent of France was^ therefore, an aggravation 
of the affront. It was adding the provocation 
of contempt to the indelicacy of abufe. The cri- 
tical moment at which it appeared, whilft mat- 
ters of no froall moment were pending, was an 
additional proof Of their determination to preferve 
no friendfhipl with us, but, on the contrary, to 
harafs and infult us in. a manner that ihould 
convince the world that we had no longer the 
4brtitade to refill, and that an attack was all that 
was necefTary to fubdue us. This Report flop* 
ped at once all further proceedings, and fo ie<r 
verfed the vifible pofition of circumflanoes, that 
we now declared a refolqtion not to evacuate 
Malta, until an adequate fecurity was placed in 
our hands. Was this more than common fenfb 
fuggefled, or common difcretion required? of 
were we ilill to go on, fubmitting to provoca* 
tions, enduring reproaches, and acqniefcing in enr 
croachment, till not only Malta but England was 
at the difpofal of France ? If the public concerns 
of the nation had been intruded to the manage- 
ment of our author, we ihould in ^11 probability 



baV€ ihortly ha^ to deplore fucfi an humiliation. 
Our author, who takes fuch a charitable vievrof 
this* Ibandalous official produdlion, and regards 
it in (b venial, and even fo jocular a light, afks, 
*' What does this curious paper fay * ?'* Curious 
I admit it is : what it /ays is palpable to the in* 
telleft of every one who reads it. It Is fuffici-* 
ently infulting to excite refentment; it is fuffi- 
ciently intelligible to awaken fufpici(Jn; it is* 
fufficiently declaratory to require explanation. 

Things began now to wear a ferious com-' 
^exion. France had indifcreetly promulgated 
her intentions. She had plainly demonftrated 
that her ultimate obje6l was war, but that her 
previous defign was to tarni(h our fame^ to en-* 
feeble us by negotiation, and to ftir up a fpirit' 
of implacable vengeance among her people, by 
endeavouring to perfuade them that we were the 
aggrefTors, the violators of public faith, the op- 
prefTors of defencetefs dates, and an impetuous^ 
ambitious, and perfidious race, with whom it 
was utterly impofiible to live on terms of amity 
and good-wilK This, indeed, was the evident 
policy of jPrance. She had obje<5ls of moment 
to accomplifh before war could be declared with' 
advantage. The departure of the expedition 
from Helvoetfluys, the termination of the troubles 
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in her coloaies, the return of her Weft India 
fleet : thefc were all matters of importance. Nor 
was (he, in other refpeds, in a ilate of com*^: 
petent preparatiob. She had not yet fufficiently 
recovered from the fevere fliocks which fhe had 
fuAained in the courfe of the laft war. She had 
alio the re-^eftabliihmenl of her manufaAares^ 
the revival of her commerce, and the reftoratton 
of her navy, very much at heart. Thus, although- 
Ihe had afforded politive indications of her in- 
tention to renew hoAilities, it was nearly, as clear 
that her deiign was to wait . till ihe had matured 
thofe manifold arrangements which would en- 
fure the likelihood of waging them with fuccefs : 
and it was only her miftaken notion of our fa* 
culties and courage, a<^ed upon by her ungo- 
vernable ' defire of revenge, that betrayed her 
into an error which fhe may long have occafion 
to mourn. 

When, however, fhe found that we were fb 
fcnfitive; that we were not fo (fojnpletely funk 
in lethargy ; that we had fome fenfe of honour, 
and fome energy of adlion, left ; that, although 
we were difpofed to bear a good deal, there was 
a point beyond which we might be provoked to 
refiftance : when fhe difcovercd all this, fhe, ,at 
the fame moment, difcovered the folly of her 
condud. She then perceived that fhe hadiaken 
an injudicious and precipitate flep ; that fhe had. 
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prefnaturely diiclofed her plans; and that an 
immediate war might involve her in difficulties 
from which ihe would not eaiily extricate her- 
felf. Thefe, and thefe alone^ were her reafons 
for wiihing to ten^porize^ to amufe us by pro* 
mifes, and to delay for a few months the iing|e- 
hahded experiment. But it was now too late x 
the Rubicon^ .was pafTed. We now faw into her 
real chara^er ; and goaded and wearied out as 
we had been by the unworthy iituation in which 
we had fo long been mocked^ we became im-- 
patient, . and peremptory in our turn. The 
French refuting to comply, and flill aiming to 
gain time by a repetition of the tricks by which 
they had already deluded us, a period Was at 
laft put to negotiation, and war commenced. 

If this country had been influenced by the. 
councils, and guided by the accommodating po- 
litics, of our author, we might, I grant, have 
remained a little longer at peace; becaufe we 
ihould have continued yielding till we had no* 
thing left to yield, rather than have taken up 
arms in vindication of our rights. The French 
might have feized the whole of the continent— 
ihaf, in our author's opinion, did not con- 
cern w^/ they might have gained pofleffion of 
Malta, and of all the iflands in the Adriatic, 
the Archipelago, and the Mediterranean — ^hey 
were not worth contending for!— they might 
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hnre conquered Egypt, and have added it ifl^ 
^fibltibly to their European cmpirc-^our fears, 
tt{ptSing any injury which might arifc from that 
quarter to our Indian pofleffions, were perfetSl- 
ly prepoflcrous ! In (hort, had we followed our 
author's judgment, we might have waited till 
the power of France became fo gigantic and To 
confoHdated^ fo rich in refources, fo abundant in 
Bieans, fo provided on every fide with weapons 
of defence and attack, that the political exiftence 
of this country would have depended oA her 
charity. Lying thus at her mercy, we fhould ' 
have been the abje6l flaves of her meaneft pat- 
rons, and the humble fuitors for any benefits 
ij^rhich her despotic will condefcended to grant. 
We Ihould have been at the difpofal of a tyrant 
tvhofe moft fervent and moft conflant wilh is our 
deflru6lion; and tvhci, in every thing that re- 
garded usj in obedience to the governing im- 
pulfe of his nature, would have confulted hia 
vengeance in preference to his intereft. 

Novv it had been, till of late years, the uni- 
form policy of all (he leading |)owc'rs of Europe, 
throughout their hiflory, at leaft ever fincc their 
civilization, to adhere pretty fleadily to a certain 
principle of adtion, which had in view the pre- 
fervation of a political balance. This wife con- 
duct, whilft it was confiftent with the general 
^qod, tended alfo to their own individual iecurity 



and happiners. Thus^ ^hen any partlcalarilafe 
was aiming at an augraentation of iirengtU 
\vhich was likely to endanger the independence 
or difiurb the tranquillity of the reft, confeder*r 
ciee were immediately formed to terminate ttp 
encroachment and circqmfcribe it$ ambitioou 
The defire of ielf- prefer vat ion i$ the flroogeft 
impulie of humanity. It operates on communities 
as well as individuals^ and is equally acknowr 
ledged by the maxims of morality and the prcr 
cepts of religion. An impulfe, fo authorized 
and fo univerfal, cannot poffibly be at variance 
with any conftitution of things that is foondeil 
in juftice or nature ; and if we could fuppole any 
conventional laiy that atteoopted to contravene fii 
poiitive and indifputable a right, we AiouM be 
at no lofs to decide which ought to prepondergte; 
But the pra^ice of mankind has ieldom called 
this right in queftion ; and it has ever been al* 
lowed by the moil enlightened ftatcfmen^ the 
mod: learned jurifts, and even the moft romantic 
metaphyficians, that the mere cireumj)ance of a. 
nation rapidly becoming more powerful than apj 
of its neighbours, is not only a cauie of re«> 
monftrance^ but, if that be difregarded, 4 
juflification of attack. It is, indeed, the uqf* 
form operation of theie general principles whic^ 
has been the chief means of ^feierving, through 
fo many centuries, the fame divifion of Europe, 



. I 



56 

7o maintain^ therefore, that France has fhe 
right to trample down all thefe fences, and fet 
at contemptuous defiance all thefe eflablifhed 
rules, fan^tioned as they have been by the wif- 
dom and confent of ages, merely becaufe it ts 
her will and pleqfure fo to 4o\ and that, w hit ft 
ilie 18 fwallowing up the weaker fiates, domineer- 
ing over extenfive territories, transferring people, 
like cattle, from one mafler to another, without 
confulting their prejudices or interefis, and al- 
xnoft rcverfing the order of nature : whilft flic 
is, moreover, evidently committing thefe flagi* 
tious a6ls of violence, as a preparatory ftep to a 
more fuccefsful attack on the general liberties of 
the human race, to maintain that we^ a near 
neighbour and an eternal riv^l, have no right to 
interfere, is affiimihg a do^rine which is not 
only refilled by every motive of difcretion and 
ielf-defenre, but which is in diretSt contradi<^ion 
to the acknowledged maxims either of natural, 
conventional, or public law, and to the common 
practice and experience of mankind. As, there- 
fore, by oppofing this novel (yfiem there is no 
breach of morality, no infringement of privilege, 
no deviation from cufiom, or no violation of na* 
ture, there can be qo reafon of policy which 
ought to fuperinduce our departure from what, 
abfiracledly confidered, is a felf-eyident axiorn^ 
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and, relatively tonlidered, is a mo$ facred and 
cff^ntial duty. 

Our author exprefles his furprife that we fliould 
entertain fo ftrong a conception of the immediate 
defigns of the Firft Conful upon Egypt, " though 
he repeatedly avers he has none*." But though 
he difavowed inwiediate defigns, did he not declare 
to Lord Whitworth that he had defigns — that, 
fooner or later, Egypt would belong to France, 
ai)d that Sebafliani's miflion was not merely a 
commercial one, as Talleyrand had reprefented it, 
but a military one-f*? What then were we to un- 
derftand from the general tenour of his conver- 
fation ? What, but that the pofleflion of Egypt 
was one of his darling objeds, and that he would 
gratify himfelf the moment he could accomplifli 

* Page 22. 

f Correfpondence, No. 38^ — We find, more than once, in 
the courfe of the Correfpondence, the mafter and the minifVer 
at variance in their profeffions, and the impetuous temper of 
•Buonaparte deftroying the crafty defigns of Talleyrand. 
Buonaparte is alio full of duplicity $ but he is more irnpatient 
of control, and more eafily thrown off his guard. When» 
' however, he inadvertently betrays his real fentiments, he only 
confirms our opunion of the profligacy of his character. 
None of the remaining independent continental powers (if 
'fuch they can ftilllie called) will,' I hope, forget his propo- 
fal to form a junction with us, and, with the afiiftance and co* 
operation of his army and our fleet, to divide t^ fpoiU of 
fbe worjd. 

H 
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it with fafcty? Evfeti Talleyrand admitted, 
" that the acquifition of Egypt had been, and 
perhaps Jlttl was, a favourite obje6l olf thte Fir ft 
Conful*;" — *^ that the jealoufy we felt on the 
fcore of Egypt, with a view to our pofleffions ia 
India, was natural *f;** and although our author 
can perceive nd foundation for fuch a feeling, 1 
think/ of the two opinions, that of ^he Frericti 
minifter, efpecially as it was an adttiiffi6h tQ 
liis own prejudice, is entitled to the greateft de'- 
ference. 

Our author next finds fault With the final 
propofal, and, quite tegardlefs of circutottiticd's 
or fadts, reprobate^ our conduiTt *in the feveireft 
term6. " The French,*' he fays, " aikin amaze-r 
ment, Ts thei'e an exrample in the records of hif^ 
tory, of fo imperious an ultimatum;};?'* To thisf 
queflion I Ihall merely refer them to their ozvn 
records for an anfwer. But our author pafles the 
fame judgment, and, with affeded candour, add§, 
f • Let us caft away prejudice mid partiality> and 

* Correspondence, No, 40. ^ 

f No. 37. — ^What did Talleyrand's propofed |)raj€fl>, by 
which the itifegrity of the Turkifh empire was to be tffe^naUy. 
fecured, turn out tp be ? Why, forfooth, that the Frenqh 
Arobaffador at Conftantittopie had btien "charged to give every 
■affurancc of the difpofition of France to flrengthen, inftcad of 
to weaken, that governfnerit.'* This was a pretty kind-of/»^» 
fiantialfecurity^ and vfry/2i//{/<i/?<7r;(?,"Corrtfpondence, No. 40» 

X Page 23. ' . 



59 

nik^ was it hot a mo(} jfpperj0i|s ultimatum ?'^ 

As for pur author's f^^jf^4if^ "f.^ P^^f^^^^Jj \ cap 
/difcoyer nope that be has tq cafl; ^way, except 
yfh^l |s in f^your of \\\t French \ and qf thgt 
kind, I owtl| I cap difcotrer a conii4ei'ahle quan« 
tity. But my anfwer to the qupfiiop is, that, fo 
far from thinking the qUimj^jtum a mqfi imperious 
on$j I think it, confidering :^ha^ had Pffl^^^d? ^ 
mojl mild one ; and this I ihall alfo prpve* 

la cpnfequenccf of the numerous ag^eflioas qf 
France^ which, according jtp the acknowledged 
bails on which the definitive treat|r w^s efla-* 
bliihed, entitlec^ us to compepratloi} ; in conie- 
qqence qf ftill further views declared, in feveral 
pfficial documents, by the government of France; 
and in confequenpe of the total impradlicability 
qf fulfilling the arrangement relative to the cef- 
fion of Malta; we^j in order to bring to an ami- 
cable fettlement thefe complicated fubjedls of 
difpute, and to fet our minds at xt^ refpciflin^ 
jthe future defigns of France on Egypt, propofed 
that Malta ihould remain ours in perpetuity; 
and that Holland atid Switzerland ihould be 
evacuated by Frendi troops. In return^ we 
offered to confirm to France the poiTeifion of 
the iiland of Elba, and to acknowledge the King 
f>i Etruria, and the Italian and I4gurian i;epub- 
lics,*. This was furely moderate enough, when 

^ Correlpondence, No. 50. 
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regarded as a fatisfa(5tion and a countcrpoife far 
the immenfe continental acquifitions of France^ 
a right founded on formal agreement, and which 
Talleyrand, even in difcuffing this very point, 
had willingly adrriitted -f*. This propofal was 
made on the 7th of April 1803, at Paris. On 
the 13th, Rheinhardt's libel in the Hamburgh 
Gazette was know]!i in London, with all the 
circumftances attending that fcandalous publica*^^ 
tion:}:. On the fame day, however, notwith- 
ftanding this frefh provocation, finding that the 
French had declared, that their objedlion to our 
perpetual retention of Malta was infuperable. 
Lord Hawkefbury inftrudled Lord Whitworth, 
if he found their ielu6lance to the firft propofi- 
tion could not be overcome, to offer two others, 
fhould circumftances render it advifable, as mo- 
difications. By the firft of thefe it is ftipulated, 
that, inftead of complete fovereignty, the civil 
government of the ifland fhall be given to the 
Order of St. John, but that the fortifications 
fhall be occupiedin perpetuity by his Majefty^s 
troops; by the fecond, that the ifland ftiall re- 
main in our poflTelEoh for a^ limited number of 
years ||. Was not this fufficiently temperate, 
and did it not plainly demonftrate a fincere de- 
fire, on the part of the Britifh government^ to 

f Corrcfpondcncc, No. 5.3» ,  No» 55. || No. 56* 



Wing the bufinefs to a fpeedy and concitiatory 
iffue? 

On the 17th of April, Lord Whitworth had 
Sin interview with Jofeph Buonaparte, when, the 
firft, proportion having been abfolutely rgedted^ 
he fuhmittbd. the fecond to his confiderationo 
This was alfo , obje61ed to, and regarded as an 
mfqrmountable impediment. The laft propofi* 
tion, however, which Lord Whitworth had .re- 
ceived orders to produce, as occalion might re-> 
quire, was foreftalled by Buonaparte's brother, 
who faid, '^ that he was not. without hope that 
he might be authorized to propose the occupation . 
of the fortrefles for a term of years*/' Talley- 
rand alfo, the fame morning, fuggefled to Laid 
Whitworth the fame mode of coming to an 
arrangement 'f. It thus appears, that the prin- 
cipal claufe of this ultimatum, which our author 
affirms is ,fo outrageoufly arrogant, originated 
with the French government ; and that, after 
concert and deliberation, the identical propofi* 
tion, in the identical language, came from two 
of the Firft Conful's mofl confidential, advifers* 
Here then were ilrong grounds of hope that an 
adjuftment would fhortlytake place. The fol- 
lowing, evening Lord Whitworth again law 
Jofeph Buonaparte, who affured him " that be. 
ihould hear from Talleyrand in the courfe of the 

* Correfpondencc, No. 5S. f Ibid. 
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li^xt morning, and that a n^eetlng wojuM.ba 
appointed, in order to fettle the fetm of years fat 
fvhicb the Firft Confyl might be induced to 
confent to the cefiion of Malt^*/'' Talleyrand, 
liowever^ never came; and on the 2oth3 n^ fur* 
ther notice having besn taken of the appoint-^ 
meat, not even a line of apology feiit> Lord 
Whitworth wrote to his Court for frefli ordel's -J^. 
Three days were fufFer^ to elapfe in this mortis * 
fylng and embarrafixng fiate qf i\i^a(^, wh^ 
Qur Ambaffador^ heari(ig nothing more on th^ 
fubjed)^ on the 21ft called on Talleyrand, who 
^ill encouraged the idea of an arrangement on 
the balis of a temporary poiTeifion %. As there 
had now heeq ample time for confultation in the 
French cabinet^ thi«gs apparently bore a very 
promifing afpeft ; but on feeing Talle)rrand the 
very next day, Lord Whitworth was, to his utter 
aftoniftiment, informed, ** that the, Firfl Conful 
would, on no terms, hear either of a perpetual 
&c B, temporary pofleffion of Malta ||.'* So that the 
mcnoent they perceived we yielded one pointy 
they puftied us to another; When we were pcr- 
fuaded to abandon thaiy they themfelves ^ropo- 
^led a third, which when we confented to, they 
abruptly put an end to the queftion, by telling 
us that we muft give up every thing. The ulti- 



* Correfpondence, No. 59, f Ibid* J No.6x. H Ibid. 
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inatum fetit by ©ur Court was the confequehofe 
of *th1s fhaftihg perfidy, in svhidi, ittfl^d off 
Hfing ih our d^rifaA'dg, we ftriftly adhered to the 
very propofition which hatl b^en ftarted by thfc 
French government ; and even, in ordet to ikvb 
the honour of France, at which our aulhpr is'ifo 
indignant, we thade an tfddittorral conceffion, 
arid propofed the fecret article *. Several 6ther 
puerile contrivances were ftfterward^ ^efb^^ed to 
by the IVerich cabinet to tentw the negbtiatioh 
on a diifFerent ground, which wfere evidchtly 
pnly interidcfd to gdin ticfcie. We ^^manded 4 
'categorical anftver: iiforte was returned: Lor4 
Whitworth coYifeqftetifly left P^ris, and ^hc 
Tollovving week ihc war 6ottinie'nced -f*, 

Tloftilities, which I have proved ii^c Were^ 
throughout the negotiation, fo ftudious to avoid, 
Tbeing thus decreed, our peaceable arid patriotic 

* Correfpondcnce, No. 7«. 

f It fliould be recollected, that Talleyrand had, fo far 

back as the lith of ^arch 1803, declared to Lord Whifworth 

*ih eitprefslterms, that the Firft Coiifiri Jlreulti always confide 

fhe refufiil to e^acUdte Malta as a commencement ^f b^fiiliiun 

that he^t the time delivered a tnoft ofieofive and outrageous 

pote §; that the French government had, by every pofTible in- 

fult, provoked us to the meafure ; and that, even after 'it was 

(deHvered, Lord Whitworth ftill (hewed a defire bi expFiana- 

tion, till he was abfolutely- forced to his dispartilre by the 

fliuteiog perfidy 9iid conteniptuo^s treatoientof 'the Frencl^ 

plflifters. 

' § Correffondence^ Ko, 4a » 



author expreiTes a hope that they may be. abridge(l 
by the friendly interpoiition of Ru(iia, I alfo 
wifti, and moft ardently too> that the war may 
be a fhort one ; but I fancy we fhould differ ma- 
terially in our manner of bringing it to a conclt^- 
iion. Now, with regard to the interference of 
RulHa, or indeed of any other continental power, 
after what has happened we cannot furely be too 
wary in liftening to any overtures which may 
come from fo fufpicious a quarter. After the 
, manner in which thefe flates have, betrayed and 
deferted their own interefts-— after the mutual 
fears and jealoulies which have been manifefted, 
and which have operated as an hindrance to- 
wards any common effort for their commou 
falvation — after the pufiUanimous fubmiflion, 
whether friendfliip or fear be pleaded, it matters 
not, which they h^ve uniformly difplayed tQi- 
wards Fraace — after the little regard they have 
Ihewn for public faith, and the indifferent facility 
with which they have evaded or cancelled thp 
mod folemn and deliberate adls, the policy of 
this country is too obvious to be miftaken. 

We have unhappily difcovered, that fuch is 
the profligate wickednefs of the political creed of 
the French government, that a written engage- 
•meht, accompanied with every fandlified and 
ceremonious formality, is worth no more than 
the parchment on vyhich it is epgroffed, Wq 
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muft therefore look to other fecurities, and, 
lince we have been again compelled to rcfort to 
'arms by the infatiable ambition and abandoned 
perfidy of the prefent ufurper of France, I truft 
that the Government of this country will give 
ear to no terms, from whatever quarter they 
may come, unlefs they be.fuch as will, to a cer- . 
tainty^ prevent at leaft B,fpeedy reburi'ence of the 
miferies of war. With or without the mediation 

 

of other powers (for we are neither bound by 
gratitude, nor conftrained by neceffity, to look 
up to them), we fhall, I trufl, take care to re- 
tain in our own keeping fuch fecurities as will, 
to ^ moral certainty, obviate a repetition of paft 
mortifications, and command a fair profped of 
honourable and undifturbed repofe. 

Our author fays, " If we perfifl in rejeding 
all 'Conciliatory projecSls 'from Ruffia, who has 
marked a difapproval of our condudl, what muft 
Europe think of us ? How will the Dutch feel 
the fituation we have brought them into? the 
Swifs, the Romans, the Neapolitans * ?'* And 
pray, under what particular obligations are we to 
thefe enchained and unhappy countries ? Wc 
may wifh, as we certainly do, from policy, zs 
well as humanity, to refcue them from the cruel 
fcv^urge of French domination ; but furely we 

* Page. 24. 
I 
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tnay be allowed to a6l without coniullihg tliein^ 
nor is it at all requifite that our condu6l fhould 
quadrate with theirs* What will the different 
countries of Europe think of us? Why, in 
fpite of their envy or their hatred, they inuft 
think, th^t we are a great and magnanimous 
people, worthy of the rights we enjoy, and, 1 
had almoft faid, Of the pre-eminent bleffings by 
which the bounty of Providence has diftinguifli- 
ed us. But let them chiefly think of themfeJvesy 
and not be perplexed about us, except in the' 
view of contra&ing our condu6t with theirs^ and 
of profiting by our glorious example. Let them 
think, that the very names of many of them are 
blotted from the^ map of Europe. Let them 
think of their former grealnefs, independence,, 
profperity, and happinefs, and of their prefcnt 
grovelling flavery. Let them think, that if they 
had but done as much for themfelves as we have 
done for them, they might have cfcapcd the in- 
difcriminate plunder of avarice, the dcfblating^ 
cruelty of revenge, and the galling defpotifm of 
a foreign yoke : and let fuch thoughts fiimulate 
them to exertions which may yet redeem them 
from the mifery and ignominy under which they 
have long been lariguifliing. 

Our author next attempts to prov<5 that Malta 
is of very little confequence, though he admits 
the probability of the French having taken 
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gofleflion of it, had it been evacuated by our 
troops. Egypt he regards nearly in the fame 
light, though he alfo admits, that it would, per- 
haps, have become a French colony if we had 
not interfered. But if the French confidered 
tbem of fuch importance, as to run the rilk of 
going to war for their attainment, it is at lead a 
proof of /A^ir opinion of their value. He then 
enters into a kind of Cretan labyrinth, to explain 
the difficulty of Buonaparte's getting to India, 
and, above all, of driving us out ; and concludes 
with this confolatory remark, that ** even grant- 
mg that he has overcome every -obftacle, apd 
^eally driven us put of the Indies, fhall we pay 
ip bad a compliment to, think fo meanly of, our 
refources, as to affirm we (hall even then be 
ruined and undone* ?'* I really think wejAould 
te; for if we had not the courage to go to war 
for the prefervation of fuch objedls, we fhould 
not only, by their lofs, be deprived of an im- 
xnenfe fource of profperity and wealth, but all 
fenfe of honour, and all love of glory, would be 
already extindl ; and the moment the French 
fummoned our own ifland to fubmit, we fliould, 
in all probability, furrender it. But not being 
quite fo fpiritlefs and reduced, not being fo to- 
tfiUy lo& to all fenfe of infanxy and fhame, what 
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fliould we have gained by an immediate com- 
pliance with the haughty demands of France 
relative to the evacuation of Malta ? Why this: 
inflead of Britifti troops, French troops would 
at this moment have had pofleffion of /that ce- 
lebrated fortrefs, from which we are daily deriv- 
ing fuch lignal advantages ; and the renewal of 
hoftilities might haye been deferred till that event 
took place, which, in all likelihood, would have 
happened in the courfe of a month or fix weeks, 
for I cannot bring myfelP to believe (even if 
Government had had earlier the benefit of our 
author's advice) that we Ihould have allowed 
them firft to make the conqueft of India, Or even 
of Egypt. But our prudent politician entertains 
an opjDofite clafs of opinions, and, fo far from 
approving of our fyftem of oppbfing Buonaparte 
in his fchemes, fays, ^* Should he perfift in his 
wild plans refpecling Egypt, it would be the 
worft policy this country could adopt to obftruft 
them *." I really. wonder he did not go a little 
farther, and recommend our government lend-* 
ing him a Britifli army, to enable him more firm- 
ly to efl^ablifli his fway. 

Our author, whom I have now traced, and I 
think I .may ventiire to fay, confuted, through 
all bis moft important pafiages, darted with ^ 
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(et of erroneous notions, to which he has, 
throughout his tradV, adhered with the inoft 
unconquerable pertinacity. But his prcmifcs 
being falfe, even admitting that, in fome (cvr 
inftances (for I will not grant him many), his 
reafoning is juft, his concluiions muft Hill bear 
the counterfeit flamp of the materials from which 
they have been derived. He fays wc have 
broken our faith refpeding Malta. I ^y we have 
-not. Here we are completely at iflbe: but, 
unfortunately for him, he has only the whimfies 
of his own brain to refer to ; whereas I am fup- 
ported by the incontrovertible evidence of faiSls, 
and the treaty. 

At this time, it would be ufelefs to go at any 
greater length into the queftion. Every body 
, has read the Correfpondence, and, fetting apart 
a few wrong-headed, and I may add wrongs 
heartedj individuals, whom no conviAion caa 
reclaim, I have with me, not only refpeding the 
policy, but the ahfohte necejjityy of the pre(ent 
war, an united nation. It is not an intricate 
problem, wrapped op in myflery jind doubt, 
requiring any peculiar fubtlety of reafon to un- 
ravel, or any peculiar force of compreheniion to 
underAand; but it is a plain and palpable pro<* 
polition, open to general obfervalion, and to 
the conceptionof which the moft obtufe, as well 
as the moil eplightened| mind is equally com- 

.5 
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pctcnt. This being the cafe, and not only ge- 
neral, but, with a very few exceptions, univerfal 
opinion running irt the fame channel, one may 
furely, without arrogance, pronounce him to be 
wrong (whatever his own notions of his fupe- 
fior judgment and penetration may be), who 
puts in' his diflentient voice. 

There is one important charge contained in 
the Declaration, which our author (confidering 
it, no doubt, as unworthy of remark) has en- 
tirely overlooked. I allude to the outrageous in-r 
dignity offered perfonally by Buonaparte, at his 
own court, in the prefepce of the foreign minif- 
ters and two hundred people, to the Briti(h 
Ambaflador, who had come, as a mark of civility, 
to pay him his refpefls. This was the oppor- 
tunity which the upftart Firft Conful fcledted, 
groflly to infult the reprefentative of one of the 
firft crowned heads in Europe, and to accufe the 
Ptitifli government of a breach of faith. " Us ne 
refpeflenf pas les traifh. II faut dorinav^mt Us 
convrir de crepe noir. Malheur a ceux qin ne re^ 
Jpeffent pas les trdiies *." Such were the phrafes 
which he uttered, adding menace to reproofs 
If fuch a charge, in fuch language, could, under 
any ctrcumftances, be juftified, nq one can pre- 
tend to defend or extenuate it as it Hands ; an^ 

^ Corrcfpondcncc, No, 43.. 
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it is, inconfrovcrlibly, the moft iiidccent dcrc- 
ri<Slion of all ceremony and decorum that is on 
record. And what was his apology ? An affur- 
ance that irothing fimtlar flioold again occur *• 
Was this fatisfedlion for fuch an outrage ? To 
draw an iUaflration from private life, it might 
as well be maintained, that if one man pull ano* 
ther by the nofe, and promife never to do it 
again, he has made every reparation which the 
laws' of honour require. What was it then but 
an aggravation of the infult ? 

Our author, as if (enfible that the opinions be 
has fupported, and the doflrines he has broiich- 
ed, are fuch as are not unlikely to create ibofc 
irritation in the feelings of his countrymen, to- 
wards the conclufion, tefiifies a little compunc- 
tion, and, in order to make fome atonement, 
and to prevail on his readers to lay him afide with 
lefs ill-humour and difgud, to our great furprife 
informs us, that " his opinion of the Chief O^n- 
ful differs but little from that of the generality 
of mankind \ that he feels equally with others, 
the injuftice of his ufurpation, and the rigour of 
his defpotifm ; and if what he is accufed of is 
true, of which he fears there is hardly a doubt, 
there, are few epithets that can be beflowed upon 
.him fouler than he deferves -f." And, to prove 

* Correfpondence, No. 46. t P^gc 2^. 
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that he (hould rejoice if he had paid the forfeit of 
hiscriines, for the benefit of fcholars, he favours 
us with a Greek quotation. i 

His conclufion is fiiil more extraordinary. 
After having exerted, through the eourfe of 
twen^y-Tmie clofely-printed pages^ all his inge- 
nuity to perfuade the country that the govern- 
ment has been violent, hafty» treacherous, and, 
in every inftance, completely in the wrong, he 
referves one to tell us that he wiflies them fuccefs* 
After having ftrenuoufly endeavoured to render 
them culpable in the eyes of the nation for hav- 
ing gone to war, and, as far a& indifference or 
oppofition could be flirred up by the difFufion of 
fuch fentiments, to throw every inipediment ill 
their way, he fays, '^ Far be it from me to im- 
pede the chance of that ^defirable event, area-^ 
fonable peace, by difturjDing the operations of 
Government, or checking the energies of the 
country *." iFortunately that is beyond the reach 
of his ability : but I will put the queftion flatly 
to him, by what means could he have more art- 
fully or more induflrioufly flriven to accomplifli 
mifchief, and diffeniinate difcontent, thaqi by 
thofe he has purfued in his work ? With this 
obfervation I Ihall difmifs him, and, after two 
or three additional remarks, ihall quit a fub* 

* Page 29. 
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JQ^ which has l)eep, io various vny^, fo.ampIjF 
difeuiledj 9Qd*which is fo generally uoderfloo^. 
I have w fcruplei in faying, that I regard the 
prffent war (apd I know that ( ^m jpioed by the 
aliaqil una^iwouf opiaioa. of my country) as g 
war into which (^fter every teAimony of fineerity 
9nd moderation to which it was poilible for ain 
independent gpy^nment to ftoop) we h^ve beea 
ablblutely forced, hy the fhameleis aggreiEon^ 
intolerable infolencei jsbandoned perfidy, ^nd 
Wicked ambitioQy of the tyrant of France ; as 4 
war not pnly neceffary to oar profperity, our ho* 
Qpur* wd our .^efencef but to our v^ry (alvatioQ 
af)4 exi^n<?e ; aod whichi^ fo far from heif)g 9 
firiajeft ^f reprobation or regret, is the Qiily ev<w^ 
that could fnatch «s frpm bondage.sKid perdition, 
Buonaparte, if he hada6led with common cajutiopi 
fuch was^ for a long time, our unfufpicious 4exi« 
bility, might have enfnarcd us ; but the impe- 
tuoiity of his paflions, the irritability of his 
temper, the abfurdity of his vanity, and the 
madneis of his'ambition, prevailed over all po* 
litical prudence, and difclofed his views before 
they were ripe for execution. His' chara6ler is 
now completely revealed. It is before the world, 
firipped of the load of ttnfel which fkreened it 
from the eyes of the common obferver, and is 
expofed, in its genuine colours, to the contem«» 
plation of the multitude. DiveHed of the gaudy 
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trappings with which fuoceis had decorated it, 
it is now an objeft of univerfal abhorrence and 
execration. The public fpirit of this country has 
alio taken deep root. Loyahy and patriotifm 
have arifen, and pervade the great body of the 
people, who are convinced of the neceflity of 
cordially uniting in defence of their common 
rights, to fave their common country from be- 
coming a prey to perhaps the worft man that 
fortune ever raifed from obfcurity to extended 
rule. His ill-judged rupture with this land of 
freemen will probably curtail his defolating ca- 
reer ; and, obedient as we are to the exhdrta« 
tions of duty, we may confidently look for- 
ward to a profperous^ and, if things are con^ 
du6i:ed with vigour and fkill, to a fpeedy, terioj-i^ 
nation of the conflidt. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 



In the fecond edition of xny pooipU^t^ in confequence 
of the additions I have made^ I have been obliged to 
alter the traiiieratioii of the pagesr To fa^ trooble^ 
and prevent confufion^ I have^ however^ in the paflages 
I have noticed^ markcd> among -the references, the pages 
ifi which they are to be found, both in the firft and fe- 
cond editions. 



at 



REJOINDER, 



&c. 



L AM forry that the author of the fix monofylla- 
bles, " Why do we go to War ?'* appears to be 
fo exafperated at a few fufpiclons which I thlrew 
out in the fiijl edition of my Anfwer to his work, 
and I lament it the more^ as I fear that the irrita-^ 
tion which he has betrayed mull continue ; for, 
in fpite of his angry tones, I have neither can« 
celled nor retraced them in ihefeeond. As far as 
my own judgment enables me to decide, they are 
founded on inferences which are clearly and fair- 
ly dcducible from his manner of treating his 
fubjedt, and, ofcourfe, are fuch as I fiand com- 
pletely jufiified in ufing. 

Notwithitanding the palpable perfidy, extra- 
vagant ambition, and overbearing infolence of 
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France,, and the fincerity and cautious mbdera* 
lion, not to fay humilify, of the Britifli cabinet, 
iwhich are firikingly apparent in almoft every 
page of the Official Corrcfpondence, the au- 
thor of the Gallican pamphlet has thought 
proper to endeavour, in every inftance^ to excul- 
pate France at the expenfe of Britain, and to 
throw the odium and guilt of theprefent war en^ 
tirely on his own country. This, I fay, he has 
atiempted to do ; and if, in every inftance^ he have 
totally failed, it has not been from flackneis of 
zeal. I have only combated and refuted his 
opinions and mifreprefentations, on a queflion 
of the higheft importance to every member of the 
Brltifh community ; and, if I have any where 
exprefled myfclf in a manner at all ungracious 
to his feelings, I am fure that the fentiments 
which he has uttered have fullv authorized me 
£> to do *. He has thrown out abufe, and^ wliat 

* When a political writer embraces an opinion which is in- 
jurious to bis country, and, profeffing to found that opinion 
on public ofiicial documents, in order to give a fpecioufnefs to 
his labours, difplays that kind of patient examination and keen 
refearcb, which are requifitc to enable him to feledt from a large 
mafs of papers, thofc paflages which arc moft favourhky and to 
rejed thofe which VLttmoft adverfe to his defign ; it cannot well 
be imputed to want of deliberation, or even to excufable fal- 
libility, if he determine wrong. Why, in the inftance before 
us, have fo maiw unconne^ed and incongruous paflages beear 
foited together, whilit intermediate ones, which are ten timet. 
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" is more miibhievous, abufe unfupported by fa6I, 
4)ot only againil the government^ but againft the 
people of this country ; and few, I fancy, have 
peruied his work, without emotions either of 
indignation or contempt. In what manner could 
he more plainly have deiignated his enmity Xa^ 
Britain, efpecially at a moment like this, when 

more material to the elucidation of the queftion, have been 
perverted from their meaning, or totally fupprefled ? Why hat 
not a fair and candid inquiry, been ioftituted ? Why has noc 
the alignment l)een logically ftatedi and fome attentfon beftow* 
ed on the. conftru^l^ion and adaptation of analogous parts ? 
Why has it not l^ieen reviewed in all its bearings and relations, 
and thofe deductions extracted, which are the natural refalt ? 
iThis is certainly the duty of every author, the obje6t of whofe 
inquiries is truth \ and he who wlUngly deviates from it, » 
not only ga\\iy of garbling and mifrepre/entatien, but lays him* 
iclf open to the charge of having dated a conclulion, for 
fome fadious purpofe, againft his own conviction. Far t>e it 
from me to wi(h to prefcribe bounds to the fpirit of inveftiga* 
don ; and fo facred do I hold the freedom of djfcuffion, tiuR^ 
of two evils, I would prefer a licentious to a licen/ed preb* 
In this land of rational liberty there is, however, a reafi>a« 
able latitude allowed by law. Every man^ as long as he keeps 
within the neceif^ry rules of common decency, may blame as 
freely as he may praife, and, with equal fafcty, may fupport 
or oppofe the meafures of Government. Shot^ld it ever bo 
otherwife, ihould private fentiments be ever liable to the coa- 
trol of the (^rqog arm of executive power ; it is nly ficoi 
ppihion, that pqr liberties would not long furvive the re» 
Xlraint ; for it is on the publicity and variety of individual 
opinion, that general information, which is one of the grea( 
|>Dlwarks of political freedom, chiefly depepds. 

4 
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fhe is flruggling for ber cxiftcnce, and when 
every we)Uwi(her to her cauie 'is contributing 
every aid in hii power to invigorate the arms^ and 
animate th^ hearts of her fons, than by the pains 
that be hastakentoob(curetho(edocuQ3ents, which 
Were publiihed as a guide to national opinion^ 
and which, in truth, afFord the moft irrefragable 
' evidence of the juflicc and neceffity, on our part, 
of the prefent war ? And for what purpofe has 
he done it ? To criminafe England, and to weaken 
her facred caufe; and to juflify the perfidy 
and ufurpation of revolutionary and atheifiical 
France. ' 

Even if our ca;ufe had been the reverfe of what 
it is, and weak as it is now ifa-ong, I fbould Aiil 
think, that, at fuch a momentous crifis as the 
prefent, when we are contending for every blelT- 
ing of political independence, of civil liberty^ 
and of domeflic life^ fox our religion, our laws» 
our confiitution, and our king, nay^ for the 
very air which we breathe, and the foil which 
nouriflies us; againft the tnofl unprincipled, re- 
Icntlefs, and perilous foe, that eyer appeared 
againft us ; no prudent or good citizen woul4 
iirive to weaken it iiill more, by the proiiiu]ga<* 
tron of opinions, fuch as he has fo pocopoufly 
detailed. I have, at leaft ever fince I have 
thought for myfclf, been in the habit of regard- 
ing my country as a kind of prote^or^ . a faithful 
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friend, an affectionate parent, to feel all her 
Wrongs, to fharc all her afflidlions, to mourn 
for her lofles, to rejoice at her fuccefles, and to 
participate in her profperity and glory. And if 
this clofe connexion, in which 1 have ever felt 
fo much pride and fatisfa6lion, would never in- 
duce me (as it certainly never would) to make 
a facrifice of truth in her favour ; yet, in a du- 
bious cafe, I ihould, from a natural, and I truA 
no diihonourable partiality, be inclined to lean 
to heriide; and, on fuch a queflion as the pre-^ 
fent, circumftanced as we now are, if I could 
not aiTift her, I would at lead be lilent. 

One of the accufations which I brought againft 
the firA pamphlet of our author, and which I 
alleged as my chief reafon for anwfering it, was, 
that it had a mifchievous purpofe *, and might, 
by falling into the hands of the illiterate, be pro- 
ductive of bad confequences : and he himfelf feems 
to admit, that if it got into circulation among ig- 
norant people, it might be attended with •* inju- 
rious efFeCts -f".'* What is this but an acknowledge 
ment of the validity of my imputation ? I faid 
that it was calculated to do mifchief among the 
lower claiTes ; he, at lead by inference, grants that 
it might. Thus, fo far from difproving the-chargc, 

* Reafon Why, page 440 both editioDS. 
f See additional leaf to the lecond edition of Wh^ do we 
go to War ? 

L 
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he corroborates it by the additional teftimony of a 
voluntary confeffion. He, however, endeavour^: , 
to Ihelter himfelf from the chief obloquy of the re- 
proach by faying *' that it was never addreffed to 
the lower orders," but " fpeaks rather to the mag- 
nates of the realm," Now magnates^ (I know not 
why he has not explained himfelf in Englifh), in 
its literal acceptation, means the Peers of the realm, 
to the exclufion of the Houfe of Commons, the 
country gentlemen, merchants, bankers, manu- 
fadlurers, &c. : but, granting that an improper 
term has been fele6led, I will fuppofc, that he 
intended to include at leaft the two firfl. Yet 
y/hy he fhould imagine that his vvork is fo pecu- 
liarly adapted to the privileged and higher clafles 
of the flate is flill more enigmatical. l*he paper, 
the t)rpe, the price, the language, is certainly 
not above plebeian capacity; and as for the fen- 
timents, it is only among the lower clafles, wha 
have not the nice difcrimination of men 6f edu- 
cation, or the leifure to enter into critical in- 
veftigatioh, that there can be any hope of their v 
being received : and as it is generally the ambition 

* In Hungary and Poland, where Latin is almoft a vernacu- 
lar tongue, this w'oM, which is notof claffical authority, fre- 
quently occurs ; but, fo far from having the general meaning 
which our author would give it, if is not even extended to the 
^hole body of nob'dity, but only to the firft clafs, and to 
pfHcers of Aate and of the bigbefi public trull. 
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of an author to give a currenc][ to his opinions^ 
I fhould naturally have concluded, if he had 
not told us the contrary, that it was chiefly de- 
figned for ^hem. Perhaps, howeycr, he left a 
pofitive injundlion with his bookfeller, that if a 
ihabby-looking fellow, with a ragged coat, came 
to afk for his pamphlet, on no account to let 
him have it, for him it might corrupt ; but if a 
well-drefled gentletma^, or a fafhionable lady, 
made the &me applicatipn, to recommend it bj 
all means, and get* off as many copies as pof«- 
iible ; for them it muft edify and inform. 

Our author ha3, at length, pubhlhed his pro- 
mi(ed *^ Reply ;" but if he expedls a difFufe re- 
joinder from me, he \till be difappointed ; for 
although it would not cod me much time or 
* pains to produce one, yet, trifling as they wopld 
be, it would be a wanton prodigality and mtf- 
^pplication of both, which 1 am not difpofed to 
make. In his original work, I anfwered, and I 
think, difproved every pofition whichheadvanced, 
as far as concerned the public, and myfelf asa part 
of that public.' A$ for any altercation, merely 
for the fake of difplaying the powers of abufe, 
that is totally foreign from my purpofe : it can-^ 
not be very intercfting to the generality of 
readers, nor fhall I co^defcend to enter ir\tp it^ 
I will, on that fcore^ cheerfully allpw to my 
antagonifl all the merit which can poffibly attach 

L 2 
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to that kind of fuperiority. With regard to his 
prdent publication, to many parts, what I have 
already faid is a fufficient anfwer: in other parts, 
be has iaved me fome trouble by confuting him- 
ielf: on others again, which are more myfie- 
rioufly wrapped up, but not nearer the truth, it 
will be neceilary to offer a few obfervations. 

It is very evident, from the pettifli manner 
in which he fets out in his ** Reply," that 'he is 
exceflively out of humour with me, becauie I 
fifted, expoied, and refuted, his original work. 
Had I advocated the caufe of France, inftead 
of being a hireling (which, according to his in- 
terpretation of the epithet, mufi mean a friend 
to my country), I fhoiild, no doubt, have been 
a well-bred gentleman, a polifhed Icholar, an 
acute politician, the affertor of truth, and the 
champion of liberty ; but, as I am not very 
anxious about this gentleman's praiie or cenfqre, 
I would rather remain as I am. 

In his encounter with two opponents (rather 
a raih itep for him to take), I have the honour (if 
fuch it can be accounted) of chiefly attracting 
his notice, and at me, he levels both his /matt 
arms and heavy artillery ; but, although he keeps 
up a conftant fire, he expends his ammunition 
to no purpofe ; for from a want of weight in the 
l^ne, ^nd of expedition in the other, he uniformlv 
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fnilfes his aim. Really, if every friend to Britato 
were to fight for her caufe, as miferably as he 
argues cgainft it, we (hould be in a deplorable 
ftate indeed. 

A very curfory review of his " Reply ,^' will, 
1 think, be fufficient to filence him ; or, if he 
think proper to fay any thing further, unleft he 
fhew more ingenuity or more lenfe, I will pro- 
mife not to molcft his future repofe. He ma- 
nages his new work in a manner which, if we had 
not feen a fpecimen of his method and perfpi- 
cuity in his firft pamphlet, I might be induced 
to cs\\ firange \ for he not only goes backwards 
and forwards with pagesj as he does in his ori-^ 
ginal work with dates^ totally regardlefs of ar- 
rangement or time, but, having garbled the 
Correfpondence to anfwer his purpofe in his firft 
performance, he now garbles my anfwer with 
the fame defign; and not only pafles over, with- 
out notice, thofe parts which are ftrohgeft 
againft him, but, over and over again, ventures 
to mark with inverted commas as my ivords^ 
what is partly his own fabrication, and in lan« 
guage fuch as I ihould feel difgniced at having 
written. 

After giving me, by way of proving that he t^ 
^ gentlemdn, a volley of abufe, he reproaches 
jnc* with having taken " above two months'* 

* Page 3. 
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to produb6 my pamphlet^ and/ to- eflablilh (he 
veracity of bis aflertion, pretends to have forgot* 
ten the date at which bis awn iiTued from the 
prefs. This is really a convenient kind of met 
niory, and opportunely enough called to his aid. 
But no wonder he Is an e^emy to dates. Now, 
whether 1 took two months, or two days (which 
laft, by the by, I can affure him is >very near the 
inark)^ to write my anfwcr, it is fo very immate- 
rial to the argument, that I fhall not employ iw9 
minutes io comincc him one way or the other. . 

Our author proceeds to what he aptly terms 
'< the w^arifbme talk of going over once mor<^ 
the different charges*/' I£ he find it wearifome, 
bis readers, I fear, .wiU not find it lefs ib; and 
as I can-djfcover lihle or no novelty in his opi^ 
nions, I ihall not ^earj fnx/elf by tb^ repetitioa 
of fo dull A purfuit. In two. or thr^ paflagesi 
however, he aiferts that V have mifiateid fa<5ts| 
which is fo- gri^vou^ a i> offence, that I mufl, io 
my own vindi€at^)n, notice them, and upmaflc 
the very handfome mode ^ which has b^n adpptec) 
of fubftantiating the charget 

Alluding tp the t^^mfaiid w^ich was made bj 
France to difmifs the French emigrants,, he fay^s 
that I aflert) ^^ it was refeatedly urged by the 
French^ and as repatedly rqjedted by li^-f-,}^' 

• Page 8. t Page !»• 
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So far he is corrcft; but, continues he, byway 
of invalidaliiig my aflertion, " it Teems to have 
been but once officially and formally urged," in- 
sinuating that I had employed thofe terms. Now 
I fay nothing about officially and formally^ I 
merely fay repeatedly urged and repeatedly rejeSedy 
which certainly was the cafe. 1 will, however, 
go farther than is neceflary for my own juflifica- 
tion, and, if our author will take the trouble of 
referring to numbers 7 and 12 of the Official 
Correfpondehce, he will find that it was more 
than once even officially and formally urged.' 
^ The next point our author attacks is the dif- 
cuffions which took place relative to the liberty 
of the prefs. He fays ^^ it is flated that" (mark* 
ing what follows as a quotatibn) «^ the French 
government repeatedly urged, that the laws 4nd 
eonflitution of this country ihould l)e changed 
relative to the liberty of the prds * ;" but, not 
informing us whence the quotation is extra<Eled, 
we are left in the dark. To prove, however^ 
his own confifiency, and that it was not urged 
more thano^^:^, he tells us, in the following page, 
that it was urged a fecond and a third time. He 
dmits noticing, the complaints of Andreoffi, , 
which are iht fourth inftance that I mention. 
f. But though be fuppreires what Andreoffi ad- 

* Page 13. 
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vanced relative to the freedom of. the prefs, be 
admits that the French Ambaflador did find fault 
with " the fpeeches of fome leading Members of 
Parliament/' Thia, however, our author, acluatpd, 
no doubt, byajufl:refpe6lfor theBritifli conftitu- 
lion, confidersas no" very unreafonablerequefl*"; 
fo that, the grand privilege of freedom of deba^te^ 
which the Speaker, in the name of the Compions 
of the United Kingdom, at the opening of every 
new Parliament^ demands of the King in per/on y 
and which no King of England, I hope, will 
ever venture to refufe, our author would have 
controlled by the frivolous complaints of a 
French Anibajfador -f% 

He next accufes me of /linking from his re- 
examination %. It was, no doubt, very prudent 

 Page 15. 

f An application of this kind was an ridiculous as it was 
impertinent* By the nature of our conftitution, the proceed- 
ings of Parliament are pubiilhed to the world, and^ fo for 
from bearing the conftru£lion of an adt of Government, the 
fentiments which are there delivered, arenas frequently in op* 
polition to it^ as in its favour* At all events, they can be no 
more fubje£t to repreheniion, without the walls of the Houfe, 
than the difctiifions which take place in the Privy Councl 
would be, fliould any perfon prefent reveal them. Nothing, 
in fa<ft, can be confidered as an ad of Government, but what 
paiTes through the ufual organ of communication, or is au« 
tbenticated by thofe forms which cuiiom or the conftitution 
V prefcribes* 

X Page ZQ^ 
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m htm to infert it, to fwell out his pamphlet ; 
but, after I had refuted evei;y argument which it 
contains, why would he have me tire out and 
difguft my readers by a recapitulation of Jiis ab- 
furdities ) 

A little farther on, he returns to his favourite 
fubje<5t the prefs. He fays, " He'' (calling him 
owv enemy i although he was then owx friend^ at lealj 
our ^r^/^«^^^ friend) •' foHcits us, lince we have 
ceafed hoflilities with the fword, to ceafe hoftili- 
ties with the tongue and with the pen ; but we 
refufe to keep our abufe, even within bounds. 
And tell him (quoting the Rcafon Why), he 
may go to law^ Now although I neveu* faid that 
we anfwered him in thofe identical words, or in 
that coarfe and abrupt manner, yet we certainly 
told him fomething to that efFedl. And what 
other method would our author have had us pur- 
fue ? Would he have put a BritiJhfuhjeSt^ for 
fuch a fault, out of the protedVion of the law ? 
Would he have had a BrttifhfubjeB^ in defiance 
of the law, facrificed to the fplenetic rage or 
arrogant pretenfions of a Corfican ufurper ? 
Would he have had a Britijh fiibjeB dragged . 
from his bed in the dead'bf nighty and delivered 
up, gagged and bound, to the Tarts police? Bet- 
ter at once re-eftablifti the Star-chamber, with 
all its terrific proceedings^ in this country.! 
Really this friend tq the freedona of the pref^ 

M 



and . the liberties of the people matnt^ins hii 
chara£ter with a fulpicious awkwardn^fs. 

Our author now proceeds by giving us fome 
Very curious information. He fays, •* As to the 
cononniifaries^ we kick theiri out of the country .** 
" We further tell him" (meaning our enemy ^ or 
our friend^ or R^. .Otto, or M. Talleyrand, or 
Andreofli, for he does not tell us' which), ^^ You 
have had the impudence to publifh an imperti- 
nent and daring manifeno, an injurious libel, iu 
the Hamburgh Gazette." — ** He replies, I beg; 
pardon, it is really a miftake ; it was not with 
my confeut, with my knowledge. We t^U him 
he lies ♦, ,and attempt to knock him down. We 
fay again, you have had the infolence to declare 
we cannot fight you fingle-handed. Audacious 
boafler ! we will put it tp theteft, is our reply ^.'* 
Now where our author obtained this very curious 
intelligence, I own I ajn quite at a lofs to con- 
ceive; and if he had not informed us, that it 
pafled between the reprefentatives of Great Bri* 
fain and France, I fliould really have jmagined, 
that it was fome dialogue which had been over- 

* It is but fair to obferve, that our author docs allow in a. 
note, that this particular phrafe of ** he lies" was not ufed, 
but that fomething tantamount paifed ; (b that ^e are givcii to 
ntiderfiand, that it is only to be confidered as bii #am 
'elegant mode of expreiSng fome particular idea* 

f Page 17, 
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heard on a boxing ftage between two bottle- 
holders, preparatory to the grand match. But this, 
1 fqppofe, IS one of the parts of his prefent work, 
which is peculiarly recommended to the attention 
of the magnates^ and which Jtchlimely fours above 
the comprehenfion of the vulgar. 

Refpe6ling Malta, after a few general obferva- 
tions, he fays, *^ I will not fatigue the reader by 
too minutely following the author of the Reafon 
Why*." Fearing to follow me through myana-» 
lylis of this important branch of the queftion, he 
wifely evades the conteft. But he does well, 
feeling' himfelf already completely' foiled. He 
grapts, however, a few lines farther on, that 
^c other claztfet are obligatory as well as the pro- 
▼ifional one; but, in the fix following pages, as 
if he had deiigned to cancel his admiflion, but had 
forgotten to fcratth it out, he attempts to fritter 
it away into a nonentity. 

The next part bf our author's '* Reply ,*v 
which I fhall notice, is page 33, in which he 
exemplifies a fignal inflance of his candour and 
fairnefs ; for he not, only quotes my pamphlet in- 
cofre6llyj but he cautioufly fuppreflfes thofc words 
^ftheofiicialdocumenttowhich lexprefllyallude, 
and on which he muft be confcious that I found 

* 

my evidence. He fays, that I boaft that Talley* 

• Page 26k 
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rand dtiTered from him in opinion, 'apd that ho 
(Talleyrand) " allovyed we had a juftifiable 
pretext for the retention of Malta up to January 
1803/' B"^ ^d^s o"^ author, purfuing his at-, 
tack, " Jet us fee what Lord Whitworth fays in 
the Very letter referred to by this writer (Offi- 
cial Correfpondence, Number 55)./' He then 
makes an extraft from the letter in thefe iden^ 
tical words : " Talleyrand, with great fohmnitj^ 
required to be informed, and that by the ex-- 
prefs orders of the Firft Cpnful, what w^re hi^: 
Majefty's intentions with regard to the evacua^ 
tion of M^lta, that the guarantees were now 
ready to come forward, except RuiCa, without 
Avhom th^ guaranty would be equally complete, 
and that confequently Great Britain would have 
no pretext for keeping longer pojfejfton^^ -—^^^t paf- ' ) 

fage, hovyeverj in the Corrcfpondence, whiclx 
may be eafily afcertained by a reference to it, 
iiands, in reality ^ thus : " M. Talleyrand, with 
great folemnity, required of me to inform him,, 
^nd this by the cxprefs order of the Firft Conful, 
what were his Majefty's intentions with r?gar4 
to the evacuation of Malt^."' (Here follow fix 
or fevcn lines which are irrelevant to the point \ 
^m arguing.) " He faid, that another Grand 
Mafler would now very foon be eledled; that 
all the powers of Europe invited fo to do, with 
the exception of Ruffia^ whpfe difficulties it was, 
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cafy to remove, and without whgm the guanm-- 
ty would be equally complete, were ready to 
com>^ forward; and that^ confequently, the term 
would very foon arrive, when Great Britain 
could have no pretext for keeping longer poffef- 
fiqn." On comparing thefe two extraidls, al- 
though, at firft view, they appear pretty limi- 
lar, on' a critical examination of them we dif-*^ 
cover feveral eflential differences. Our author, 
it muft be obferved, in his falfified copy, has 
qmitted feveral words of material import. He 
iias omitted altogether that ^inolher Grand 
Mqfier would now very foon be ele&edy which 
proves that he was not already elecled. He 
h^s mutilated the following paflage: " that 
all the powers of Europe invited fo to do, wi(h 
the exception of RuflSa, whofe difficulties it was 
€?fy to remove, &c. were ready to come forward.'* 
He has here even fabricated the wordw^ie^, which 
18 not tp be found in the original ; and, in the lafl: 
part, " that confequently' the term would very 
Joon arrive when Great Britain, &c." he has agaia 
omitted the words very Joqti. Now, certainly, 
when a man tells me, that, veryfoon^ I fhall no. 
lopger have a pretext for doing fo and fo, he ad* 
mits that I have one no^ \ and, if we had a J)rc- 
text, we certainly had a right to avail qurftlvcs 
of it, confequently it was a jujlifiabk pretext; J 
did not mention jif^ifiable 'ds an epithet which 
Talleyrand had anncxedj^ bu^t-^s a cojciclul^oA of 



my own ; and, by a reference to my pamphlet*, 
it will be fecn, that when I firft fiatc the qaeA 
lion, I merely fey a pretext. As for itiy affett^ 
ihg, that Talleyrand allowed that it woald foon 
be removed, I did not quote thefe as the words 
o( the French ininilier. I merely put Ihe ful> 
fiance of his opinion in my own language ; and 
wh^t wide diftindlion there can be between the 
phrafes, ** the term would very foon arrive, wheii 
Gteat Britain could have no pirtext for keeping 
longer poffeffion,*' and that, ^^ we had a pretext 
which Would be fpeedily removed," I maft leave 
to the difcriminating perfpicurty of our author 
to elucidate. The charge of mifreptcfcntation, 
therefore, in this inftancc (as I fhall foon prove 

 

to be the cafe in every other), only recoils upon 
hrmfelf. 

r 

He fays (page 35), he will not *^ go deeper 
into the difpute about the Maltefe inhabitants;'* 
and, in this inflance, I give him credit for the 
foundnefs of his judgment, for he rs already ^\\^ 
dently beyond his depth. 

In the next paragraph be notices, that Buona- 
parte did not wi(h to copceal his defigns againfV 
Egypt ; that he even told Ix)rd Whitworth ; and, 
adds our author, gifted no doubt with the unerring 
fpirit of prophecy, ^^ he told him true,*^ *'thatibonet 
PT lat6r he would be in pofTeflioti of that cou(t*« 

t Page ^1 in the ficft edition, p. 47 iQ the fecoiu^ 



try *." This is, no d6ubt, rather a bold aflcr- 
tioD; and, recolle<Sling himfelf,. page 39, he 
prudently poftpones the fulfilment of his pro- 
phecy to the diflance of half a century. But 
whether as a prophet, a logician, or an hiflorian, 

•he is continually entangling himfelf in fome frefli 
abfurdity rand, in endeavouring to get out of 
pne dilemma, he frequently falls into another. 
Thus, in the aflertion juft quoted, in avoiding 
contradiflion by placing the accomplilhment of 
his prophecy at fo remote a period, he evidently 
forgets that he wa^ all along talking of Buo- 
naparte, who, being born in the year 1769, in 
1853 (fliould he be fo long preferved for tbecurfe 
of mankind), will be in the 85th year of his age. 
Our author, purfuing the fame mode of arga- 
mentation in his fecond, as in his firft publica- 
tion, ejaculates every now and then, " Is this, 
then, a caufe of war?" or words to that efFed. 
Qn this manner of interrogation, I muft beg leave 
to offer a few comments. 

In the fyftematic plan of aggreflion which 
France unremittingly purfued, although, rathtT 
than recommence hoftilities, our government w^s 

,for a long time difpofcd to .make confiderable 
iacrifices; yet, perceiving at laft that non-r^- 

, fiftance in them, inftead of foftening and con- 
ciliating, only generated additional infult and en- 

• JEagc ifc ' 



CrDachtn^nt on the part of France, ttiey foUild it 
ftcceflary (wonld that they had difcovered fheit 
error earlier !) to check this haughty and over- 
bearing difpofition ; and, although the point at 
which they chofe to make a ftand, may fairly be 
regarded as one of the prominent caufes of the 
war/ that is not to fay, that it was the only ont. 
A tree, by a fingle flroke from an axe, may not 
receive much injury, but the blow freqdently re- 
peated, at laft hews it to the ground ; and aT- 
though the final ftroke be the immediate occafidn 
of its fall, the others, it muft be allowed, have 
beeh offome cortfcquence, and cannot be cori- 
fidered as ^f/Z/V^/y innocent of its fate. 

Our author lays, he ** pleads for peace, fdr 
the repbfe of mankind *;" as if / were the enemy 
of fuch ineftifnable bleflings. Under many cif- 
€:umflance&, / fhould alfo plead for them, and 
fhall be among the firft to hail them, the mo- 
, ment they can be obtained with honour, and en- 
joyed with fafety. But what kind of peace or re- 
pofe can be hoped from the tyrant of France ? As 
well might a trembling wretch in the fangs of a 
hungry tiger hope for mercy, 

I now come to the ultimatum, at which I am 
iincefely glad to arrive, for I grow weary of the 
controverfy. Our author terms it an imperious 

» 

*^ Page 40- ' < 
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^Itjmaltum* I, Js« %6, regafd it *^as a wry 
nau^^Ddpe^/' I ctfrteinly do, . Hfe ought, how? 
txvex, ip fiairnefa, to h^ve quoted tm out, and 
to haim> annexed to the term my qualiiicatioa 
of \t^ ^* Gonfideridg what had paffed/' I ftill re- 
iikk{ TRy :ppii]^ ;.. but as my chief reafons for 
f3fit^ii)ing it afe tftated in my original work, it 
^ould be (bperfl^Qus to i^peat them here. 

I dgain Catch our author ({^ge 42) at his old 
praSices. In thi^inAance, however, he goes a 
little farther thani:tfua1, for he not only tnifquoiei^ 
but mfakes me utter abfolute nonfenfe. We, fa^ 
avers, iay to France (what follows is marked all 
the t^y through with inverted icommas, as my 
woidsi and ait the conclufion the re^er is re« 
lorred^d page 51 of the Rcpfon Why *f^), " You 
iee it is impracticable to fulfil our agreement re- 
lative to the cefiibn of Malta; you infult us, 
and we perceive plainly, mean to quarrel witt 
us : ^w^~ liee your intentions, and, in order to 
cafe onr^ minds relpefting your future deiigns 
upon £gypi^, - we propofe that you ffaould let us 
have perpetual |)olCbjQion* of Malta ;'' and, a few^ 
lines lower down, marking alfo with inverted 
commas, and referring to page 52 of my pam-- 
phlet, he dccufes me of writing fuoh trafh as this : 



* Page 41, 

t Page 51 of the firft edition, is pa|;e 59 of the fecond. 
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*' We will feyj the King of Etrariais the King^jof 
Eiruria, add the Italian and Ligurian republics 
arc Italian and Ligurian repuhlics.^* Now, i ifi on 
cohfultingmy original pamphlet, from whicbthefit 
pkifages are profefled to have bceii Uterallj copied 
(ibr4nverted commas can mean nothing clfc), the 
reader finds not the lang:uage of the firil quota*- 
tion, nor the vulgar tautology of the fecond> 
what will be his opinion of this Gentleman? • 

Our author is not, however, fufflcientlyi fatif* 
fied with this proof of hi§^^«//rf»tf>i/v libofality;}. 
but, in the very, next page, has recourfe to the 
lame ^^«/^^/ pra<£tjce«5. He notices * my affertioni 
that refpe<Siing the fatisfa^lidn- and coUnteirpoiie 
for the acqutfitidns'of France^ Talleyrand, evoa 
in difcuffing this very point, admitted our claim -f** 
This opinion of mine' id fouiided on Loixi Whit-? 
worth's letter, marked No. 53 in theOfficisalCor-. 
relpondcnce. Now what is the ingenious fubter- 
fuge which our author has devifed to prove -the 
contrary ? Why, defpairing of fuccefs, eycja lAo^ 
mentary fuccefs, in any other way, he^ produces 
a long extradt from the very letter in queflion, 
hxxi purpofely omits the fart to nvMch I.refer^ as if 
it had been fomething of my owniinvention. In* 
this very identical letter (No. 53 of the Official 
Correfpondence),LordWhitworth fays, andthcfe 

* Reply, page 43. 

t Page 52, Reafon Why> firil c^llt. p. 6Q| fecond.. 
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are the v^ords on vrhi'ch I plainly ground my judg- 
iBent, " that rf the French Government exercifed 
a right of extending jts influence and territory, 
in violation of the fpirit of the treaty of Amiens, 
Great Britain had, if ihe chofe to avail herfelf of 
it, an -undoubted Hght to feek a counterpoife. 
He (Talleyrand) did not feem inclined to difpute 
ihis poUtioa, but rather to kdmit that fuch a right 
4^id cskft^ and might be claimed in confequencc 
of the acquifitioQS v^hich had been made by 
iFrancc/' 

Lord Hawkefbury, in his anfwer te Lord 
.Whkworth, on the rfobje<9: of this important 
letter, b^ins by feylng, " His Majefly has ob- 
tferved, , with ^eat fatisfa^ion, the admiiHon by 
4be French Government of the juftice of bis 
claims to fome c^mpenfation in confequence of the 
•increafed power and influence of France, fince 
the period of the concluflon of the definitive 
Jiteaty *." ^ Bat pur author,, who, as an introduc- 
tion to a very long extradt, profefles to give 
-^^ the main purport" of this official document, 
and who malicioufly quotes to throw a difcredit 
on my opiniqn, cautioufly excludes the very paf- 
fegc to which I advert. Really, the method of 
targutng^ which^ our author adopts is fo fophif- 

ticated;, fb unphilofophical, fo unlike a fcholar, 

I ' I - . « • • • 
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arid :ro unlike a getitlemdn« thai it is a dif^qftr 
ing taik to be obliged to purCue bim^ and to 
cxpofe fo many grofs exaytiipleg of ini€niion4i tnif^ 
reprefentativn. 

In bi^ original work^ oiur aatbor bas alked, 
'^ Have we not lighted a firelMiidy and horldd 
it on the continent, to coiifun^b it with : iDex- 
hauAible flame ? Are we not thi we^m and 
tompeftuous blafi, to drive and urge that fistnle 
to the deArudlidn of the nei^bburiog flattt^ 'H^ 
Having given this fpecimen of the nAiure and 
i^eajure of his veHeiration, a&d affedH^n.Tor the 
Britifh charadlery he ha^, isi : hb pi:efeBt wosliC, 
the condefiefiJioH to allow ^^ that the exlpreffiob 
may be flrong/* eVen " too firong -f**' y^^ 
fafcinated by the dazzling fab)ii9ity 6f the 
pafTage, he hankers after it through tv^o or thiJee 
pages^ and, at lad, by attempting to prove itis 
appofitenefsi he allows it tp retaip its primitive 
force, and completely does away^9^t the merUof 
his conceffion* 

When our author accufeK us (rf beipg guilty of 
the misfortunes of Holland atid Swit2(Brlaild4:.,«he 
iKirely forgets that he had before |^ beeo eode^ 
voaring to ptoye our impotence, Sind tbfi folly 
of our efforts to refcufe Europe from \»x fate, 

< * ' i 

* Why do we go to War ? ift edidpn^ page £4. 

t Reply, page 47. % Pagr^, . g Pagcao. 
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^'that Eurbp^ whiph Buonfe^airte had conquered, 
that world that was his own *;*' jor docs he iait- 
glue, that '^^ery peribn who reads him is td he 
la completely dimmed, Ijoth in fight fand recol- 
lc€iipT\, hy the bbiie of his genius, that he iviK 
eicape detejftian ? But hc^not only 'makes Us acr 
coUotlable forth* fortunes of Holland and Swit* 
^(erland, but Jtaly, Naples, and Hanover, ar« 
gfatuit^fly thrown iiito thefcalcf'. Hefuttfiet- 
iobferye9> 4hiat thefe flatfes might fty t6us, '^Thofe 
troops deftined for Louifiana and the Weft, you 
hate dtiven eafbwatd upon usy while you, rolled 
up like the hedge-bc^ iU ftdtionary defence^ 
your navy pointing like fpines in ivcry dirediion, 
remain fepufe and upaffailable." On this irige- 
pioas paflage,. I fli^l limket^o or three remarks^ 
la the firft placey we arer^pfr^feAfed as tht dri^ 
pers of the Frencb t^oop$,; which has not hap- 
pened yet, btijt which *» v^iy fifed;^ to hapjieit, 
flioujld they ppAiip %yftbifti oar reach. In the 
fefcp^d pUoe, sjvfejare c«m|)ailed to a hed^e-hn^ 
(iK> very fiattcdng cof0pariic[ti),.and our defence 
Is faid io \^JtaHonarji^ Wbteh, 'ftb we are .contiv 
imally ^tt^tkfii^ the Prqnc^ iCoaH^ xb iimc^u^ 
fs^\f ftftte^. -Ae t^ ^:, thitd ^inf, that we 
jreoiain fecsjiiPe ^n^r inai&ilHbte^ aUboa^h our 
imf iKMr c<xi|tr<a^^s; t(^. ^iT^tidn fr^uexttly: im tb^ 



tourfe o^ his pamphlet, yet in this illftance hfc 
is perhaps correa. > 

As to our interference in the affairs of Swit- 
;&er]and, he fignificantly alks " was this im 
ireaJdng of treaty, or attempt fo to do*?'* Indif- 
putably not! Switzerland was an independent 
country, which had been formally acknowledged 
as fuch by Prance and the othpr great continent, 
tal powers, and, finding itfelf threatened wJtti 
a foreign yoke,, had ^ right to apply for bur good 
offices, which we had a right to grant ; and had 
wc fucceeded in our views, fo far from breaking 
pur treaty, we fhould only have prevented the 
French from hreaking theirs^ 

As for the phrafe of ei^ry me\ii% read the 
Correfpondehce, with which our- author finds 
fault, every liberal-nlindcd man will underflaiid 
it as a common mode of expreffion, when'a 
publication has . been generally read. ' I certainly 
did not mean, that every indiiyidual hiintah heing in 
the Britijh empire had performed that ta&y and I 
willingly admit,, th^t our atutbor- is ^riticiilfy 
cxadl, when he politety fays, " Ev^ry one has 
not read the Correfpondience -f-/* Thi^ is tbetmljr 
victory which he hai^gaiAed^ and a moft glorkWifc 
and important one it isi I muft, howev^ beg 
leave to redlify a flight error into which he'htts 
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madveriitflfy fttlfen, a itw Fines farUier on,- H< 
chargb^ me ^witH having writteh ibcty-four paget 
fd unravel tfee Coriefpbndence*. Now^hc realljF 
totally miftakes' the matter* . i did not write my 
fixty-fi^ur pages to unrarel the Correfpondenice, 
but to fifiraveriiis comments upon it, to.det^(9; 
his artifices^ and to expofe his mifreprefenta* 

• 'Oar author (page 53) inquires, ^' And doeg 
the writer (meaning me) imagine that the unani- 
mity difplayed in the willing preparation for de- 
fence againft invafion, is a proof of unanimity 
as to the policy and neceflity of the war ?'* E 
tfnfvvfer, I certainly do. If, for example, the 
Government, in the judgment of the people, 
had adted wrong, and had criminally involved 
the country in an i^njufi and urineceffary war^ 
a backward nefs to eipouie their caufe would have 
been difcovered by the people, which would 
have embarrailed all their movements, and have 
forced' them to a reafonable conceflion. If, 
however, the enemy, having contcmptuoufly re- 
jeered that conceffion, flill threatened invaiion 
aiid extermination, a different queftion would 
immediately have arifen. The aggrieved would 
ttien have become the aggreflbr, inafmuch as' 
the punifhment would have exceeded the of- 

* * ' 

* The ift edition of the ?.eafon Why contained 64 pages* 



fedce^ and the peopley ratfa^tiiail ]Se. {bbd^i^dH^ 
wouM undoubtedly Have-priBed iiiitbeir defei^# 
Biit oar prefent cafo is' widely dflf^nt, nor hiit 
. ^ny 'fuch doubt oir herfitation . bwd :SDaiii(^fted4 
0!> the contrary, th^ people^ loog: jpefoit the 
iRTttr took place, forefaor ths pmhabtlity of. fuoh 

an event^ and, <He inomont,thdca:uf<a5pf;it:,w€W 
explained to them, perceiving that it was n^af-" 
fery: tb their ialvatioii, they v^pntftiftly' and in« 
fiantaneoufly dedded. how to a<9:. They were 
Hnaniinous from the oui&t, and thi^r ;3e&3il ha9 
been augmented, and tfaieir opioaoEi (^QfriPhprt^i,^, 
By rcflc/flion. The extreme cafe whfch. p^f. 
author^ cites, and the nice difiin£iioa whi^ ho 
deduces, are therefore worth notbung* y-. 

Towards ibeGoncluiion of Ui? " Reply/* hfi 
affparenfly zpyilands"^. is pi;;pfiigate a ientiin^ 
as was ever uttered by joian, and w^hichi if no 
i^Uier accufatior\ cbfdd be arll^gled agmi^ 6upna-( 
fiarte, would iiamp hm ai villain, . This afch 
vifurper did certainlyproppft tg^I^d Wh^twp;*th, 
that the army ^f FfaqCe.fhouId b^ incited to the 

navy of; Britain, thpt tj[jefe.,tw^ppvi^qrfy)l ^ates 
Alight be able to ** gpverii the world/* an4 tq 
divide the fpoils betAveefi them/jj". Does thea 
the ^reatnefs of the theft exon^^^^t^i or exculpate 
the thief ? It would have Ijeep a partjperfliipt, np 
doubt, confonant with the rapacious and perfi- 

* Y»gt sj. t Correfpondencc, Jfo. 3S» 
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ilious Tiews of the French cabinet^ Imt fuch m 
could only awaken the indignant fcora of thole 
who are a<ftaated by the principles of Btitilb 
jufiioe ; and had we been capable of forming 
ilich a connexion^ I have no helitatioh in iky- 
ing, that we ihould have defer ved to periih. 

A little lower down^ he furnifhes us with a 
ipecimen of the fertility of his imagination , and 
tol)c8 fo wildly of {lumbers and dreams, fhadows 
and fpedlres, and aerial combats, and gives fucK 
notable proofs of fublime conception and fanci-- 
ful invention, that, had he continued long in 
ihat ilrain, he would have driven all politics 
from my head, and led me to believe that I waft 
readimg fome wonder-working romance. But 
he fuddenly calls us bac^ to the main fub- 
jedi, by faying, *• I will fuppofer for a mo- 
ment, that the projef^ed intafion fucceeds*,** 
though he does give us to underftand, that^ 
although in his opinion it is not probable^ it is 
ilill j[>qffihJe.'^Thetc is a riik infeparable from all 
fplendid achievements, a myfterious uncertainty 
about which the mind of man can never be 
entirely at reft. All that depends upon us, wo 
mud endeavour to accomplifh ; the reft we muft 
leave to the controlling ordinations of that 
mighty and merciful Providence who judges of 
•ui;^ motives;^ and who, we miift humbly bope^ 

♦Page 56, 
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mH reward 0uv exertioas. Should we 4bu8 be 
idbomed Ao perifti, I troft4hat otirfail x?iJJ not be 
;Ui>weirfhy of <ow pafl feme. Wc fliall, nt kaft, 
Imve dpno wha^ men can do; and^ 10 pur laft 
jfiOtt^nt^ikvlM ^ave 4he tiearjt-felt cbnfelatioiti of 
having difebarged the iskofl: iacrod of aU duties^ 
4hat of ftcrificmg Duifelycs for thcdefi^ceof our 
iMW^tty : and, as it ia iuicowjpambly pr^fierabte 
iodicyfi^iih ^(nf than to live with infaisy^ there 
h wy room foar (Jelibc^'atian on our cjioicc, 
. Our author, fenfitiii^ely aliw ito my b^viog ac* 
eUfcd. bim^ /in my ocigiml work^ pf gettit^ ioto 
a kiod'of. Cretan labyrinth^ in bisff Reply/* 
j:^tt3 tbe charge^ and .fay 9, r^^ It fcMa^, in* 
^c^d, ^ latyrii^th^ wbicb he (iwaning me) can- 
jjiottf pof 4oes he attempt to^Mfrmte-himfelf onf 
i>fj'* j|n4, by way of proying \hc jt^fiice oi bia 
ye«>^rk, h^ add$,. *^ b^fjt ^ith 4he V|iiig« of Pd3* 
^alUs ^2^2s^ all 'iniricapies^ flies over feaiS, ov'er 
gulpljK/fljftd 4efiHft8» %C4 f ** Now, ^^thougb our 
ftytborjbaRfvid«e»iiHy, tbroHgbput both hispam- 
pWistPi b©w jvwy aiiijTOW toeflabUfli bis f^puta*' 
tbn as a fdiolarr) mid>ail propf of bis knov?l«dgei 
of 1^9gnagQ6, has, 131 the eourrQ of hia labouta* 
fuoted £rreck^ LsTtin^ ^^Tencfa, and Italian, yet ho 
has, iti> tbis I nflanee^ ilumblod ona tnoft. un£br^ 
lunate cld^al iliuflration^' as it /proveas the diar 
|C^ Qeverfe ^ what he is tb. defino^^s to^enforo^ 
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/« at. lea^^ have,, always heard DaedaliNS^ qom-i 
lOieiided fbrhb ikill ; and 4b bigtilj-did jt))e afi^ 
cicnts thinL of hts il^rior inte^igQBCft^^ th^ )m 
name has, m mare kiftanoes ^n oAe, become 
proverbial, l^ut oqf; author isv'Qiild/.JKO - dwht^ ^ 
h^e been better pleaf^, if, mftead of paCObngo 
o\ner gulfs, aii4 feas*^^ and dffi^iSi tmSurt' (pvretty 
places^ trply» to tarry ia), 1^ had rajbh^ ioirtated^ 
Icarn% vfhQy |x>0efl[ing more (emeritjr and Ie&> 
judgfnieQt thMb. bt$ father, w^ft^ drowned od' faisr^ 
paiTa^v Tha^^if the fialilo appltes at aH^ ttia: 
certainly in my favour^ and I have to th^nk out- 
author for th0 high cotopKoient he luis, tutwif^ 

Quitting: the wtiiigs^ of Daedalus, in fhe fym^ 
fentence be introduces fqme moiA&Vili^ of His o^^^ 
invention, as a part of noiy pamphlet; Hh ^^{ytds ^ 
aye thefe : *^ In anfwer to my cfaam, vr herb6r we^ 
ihould be fiftcriy (a totn not iif tte^ M^S»I)r 
<^ .rqiaedaind undone,, evtn by thej^fe 0# Iiidia,' 
which I placed at a ie^rce poffibi^ extrcffnityi> he^ 
fays^ (iBean:ingme)i ^ Lreally think ttwjK<w//A^<> 
and not; it appears by the lofs of tii»( kck«QOit^^ 
ledged ^vnKce oi health, hut' becamfe/ we fhoOld^ 
then furrender our ikflasid^ the ifland of Oreat 
!^itain, )^e momefi* the French chodb tbtfemmoa^ 
US' to do it.*^ 'Now, by a refe^ eitee to tte fl^afoit-* 
Why*,. !»> jj^nfwer lo Us^ qi^fiipn will be ^ntf 

. * izgt 59 of the firft edition, page S; «f the fecond* 
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ia run thus ; ** I really think mtjhotdd ie; /of 
if we had not the courage to go to war for the 
fr^ervation offuch ohjeUsy wejhould not onfy^ ly' 
their hfs^ be. deprived of an immerfe ftmrce of 
frofperity and wealthy hut all fenfe of honour y and 
all love of glory y would be already extinS ; and. th^ 
moment the French fummoned our own ijldnd tofuh^ ^ 
mit,weJhouldy in all probability yjhrrender it.*" The 
leaft attentive reader muft, at the flightefi^glance, 
perceive the wide diftindtioii between thjcie two . 
paflagea. Had he only changed the language^ 
, as he does not^ in this inflance^ purfue his ofual 
modcj and mark it with inverted comma^^ I 
ihould ^ have made no obje6lion ; but, having 
completely marred the fenfe, it is an a£t of juC- 
tice which I owe to myfdf to expofe him. 

Our author now favours us with a few cur^^ 
fory remarks on trade, by which he evinces hit' 
profound knowledge of the commercial intereAa 
of this country; and, having afforded this tin* 
quefiionable proof of his^ commercial fagacity ♦, he 
concludes with a fimilar ond of \m political faga^ 
eily'\'. He here indulges us with his ideas of 
peace, which exhibit fuch a fplendid fpecimen of 
:forefight and penetration, that I expe<9: that pe<> 
iitions will ihortly be prefented from all parta^ 
of bis Majefty*s dominions, humbly praying him 
to mppoint this gentleman his praie^suDifier, 
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^nes, msy be affifted by fais talents, redeenied 
frotQ prefent jeopardy^ and fecured, beyond the 
poffibility of dfiterimatjon^ io tfae fall enjoyment 
m£ Aofe itecdliar bleffings by which it has beei» 
fo long difiinguiflied.. JBy following our author^ 
ftdviee, wc ihouldj indeed^ ** ifatut the gates,'* and 
*' tmn the key** too, not, however, as he Aates» 
^^ againft'diicord,V but againd xoany of oar moii 
obvious and vital interefts* 

In the 8(bove examination of our author$ 
^ Reply/' I have been carried, much againfi: my 
y^ill, 4o a confiderable length; but, when tbd 
many parts are confidered, whiqh I have been com- 
pelled to notice ^, I hope no other excufe will b& 

* I ihould obfervcy tfiat befi^es iSae parte of our iiuhoris laft 
' pamphlet:, which I have expofed, there are numerous inftaoces 
of incorreAquotatbns, fuchas (pageii), < Infurmountable^ 
0ifeas were ioAaotly jUted by Franoe^f. inftead of ^ inf ar« 
4nountable ohjeHicns were inflantly^tfr/ri/by France/' Iftea- 
fiaa Why, p. i {, firfi ediL p. i6, (econd. (Page 34) <* lajute tbe 
privUeges of the Maltefe,*' inftead o^ " disfrapchife the na« 
tive inhabitanti," Reafon Why, p. 41, firft edit. p. 47, fecwid* 
(Vagc 36) " Inibort, it was among thofeprovocatioiis, thofe re^ 
jproaches, and thofe encroachmenta, tiiat it would not oaly piac^ 
Malta, but England^ at the diipofal of France :*' inftead o^ 
•* Were we ftill to go on, lubmitting to provocations, enduring 
i:eprbaches, and acquiefcing in encroachment, till not only Malta^ 
)yut England, was at the difpofal of France. " Reaiba Why, pu 
44, ftrftedit. p. 50, fec^d. The reader will reooark, that, in aH 
Ibef^paflages, not only the language, but (he ieniii^ il «Uei«d> 



deemed netxBSt^f A9xk>i^% jbpweveri a$ 1 9fxi: 
to difmifs the fubjisi^; I CQ|uft iliil £ij^ft f<swiifrODd% 
before I take my ^w/ leave. 
With regard to the seproacjb of my Mng s ^^ ii(^#-^ 

•  

with the mQ& pcrfed gpQ4'h}fmm^,> acqaaktl c!tu(; 
anibor^ that> inthiaboIdai&rtjoA^ her is as wide^ 
from the irath^ aa he is iaftioii: of the other pa9t» 
of hU two pamphlets* But as he founds his coga-^* 
je£lure on the part I have takjcti, ifx d^eoee cC 
the aiaie of m j country^ ^y the. expofure of , his 
£dlacy and nrifreprefentatiooy and op;the Jucoefik 
with which I have clea^red her from thoTe^ af|xrr-»* 
fions, with which the impotent aaalignily of bi^ 
pen has endeavoured, tc? load ^er— Ifec;! perfedl*^ 
ly indifferent about his opinion* I might, if I 
chofe to follow fo bad an example, and I am fure 
with much more, apparent reafon, accuic Aimot, 
being /^ hirelmg md Jiifendiary ^ JP^svcs, bA 

Tef alt'thefe quotaddiis are martted With inverfed' cotnmasv 
andrtfe^ces arc given ta the partrcnlkr pages 6f mypam-^ 
phiet* Tbtsis fufficicnt to fitisfy the geflferafityof reader?; 
who, in thefe rtfyt^ts^ nfually give credit to an author M 
l^fiddtty. There are, befidesi innumerabfe quibbles aiid^a^^ 
fionr, which it wotiM be endlefsto notice. Our authdr fur« 
»IAe9» howeretV two mfiainces (there may be others), page 
^ and pa^ 48, that be. catr^ when he choiafes^ quote r«r«» 
fMy ; biK the reafon erf his accuracy in thefe pailagea is evh* 
imx^ who tMlnka it enables hid) to give additibnal force t^ 
Ma «M arfiHMiiii* • . . - 



,this I ihaiU not do^ as fuch angry lafinuaficuis 
jieither firongthen nor invalidate argument^ zni 
only furpifh conunon-place ipecimens of vul- 
val: wit"^. I, therefore^ ferioufly admoniik 

'* To this remark I (hall juft «d<i one fingle quefiions 

'^Vin:iether is he wlio defends the caufe of bis oountrj, er ho 

^ho writes agatnft that cauie^ aiid "who exerts ^nd ferverts ^ 

ftis takfilB to frame ski apology for the 9£ts of a govemmeid^ 

. vrhidiy; to ufe bis^owa ^^cords, is tbneauning us ^^ with a tee* 

meiidous and irTcfiAi^le invafion f,'' mod likdy to be vxdop 

undue in^euce? The caufe which I have efpoufed is boidi, 

tifltural and honourable; and I am fure it is that which ererf 

true and loyal Briton will cheerfully and Aeadfaftly fuppoit* 

(Our author^ intbtf firfi pl^eof his ^^ Reply;'' boa&sof bis 

joyaltyi. which If foupdiog frur opinion on the part he hsU 

volimteeredy had, in the Reafon Why, rather impeacitedL 

Tearful, however, that he had nbt fufficlently el^ablifhed Us 

"imputation for that quality, in the courfe of his^*Reply,,^*iiiat 

he may place it beyond the reach of all iland^ous fuipidos^ 

Ii6 enpUajrath^ followiiig xs^teAful aod endearliii^^ntlieir? 

yiige#o, We are a. ^ little ifiaad, Idk^ ufieieft, Yaiii-boi^iUi^;:^* 

'|Mge ag. We an a ^very fooli(h natioa :** page m,^ We 

^ffimie ^ pre*emiaenoe we are not entifted to ; are flave cea* 

fssmd te HMsfortttoes of the (!oiltiflent ; and^anetivfiiUiflf; 

(ox$3uttdtiiif of our own capital :** page %^ ** We break dor 

, iaitfayfiiily ibur hoxiour^ blaft our fame, and nflp tmr eatUbeace 

tan naobjeft, at leafta light one:" page ji, We ttemd'cmt 

Hauthts' of a certain {^itoibpher, who^ in makuilg eai^meota 

on the organs ofiight, ^* nearly putjeut his egres by iqpeez^ 

iegthem:" page 36, WeligHtup theflameofwaf^^becaaife 

we infift on retaining a iocky iiii^nd, which wc were undera 

^Ipmp ^njpaft ^o rcfign :" page 4a, We havt •* every op- 
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him, m futnre^ if he dtifdain to fhevr mom ' 
diicretion, at lead to give a colourable {Pretence 
for ht^ judgment ; and mod: fincerely do I aflure 
htm^ that^ in bringing a charge of fuch a nature 
a^^nft mcy which he alfo delivers *^ and repeats*!: ^ 
in pretty poiitive language^ as far as conceriuf 
mylelf^ Us total non-application renders it per* 
icAly innoxious, and, as far as concerns Jii/^, it 
only adds one to the numerous inftances bf the 
leading defedl of his writings, which prove, that, 
however confident and dogmatical, he may iliU 
be wrong* 

Gonfidering the method he has puriued, both ^ 

in his examinatipri of the Correfpondcnce, and ^ 

. I?%the Reafon Why, which, 1 truft, I have 
fully e^^plained ; I might, and with n flrift re- 

jpn^briQin of .breach of faith to contend with r'' page 49^ W# ^ 

«re firft ^ lighting up the flame of war»'* and have ^* fet fiit 
to the combuftibk matter in France t*' two lines &rther 00, 
We ace ^* rolled up like the hedge^hog in fiationary defence i* 
and two lines flill farther. We are metamophofed into a 
*^bkft ^nvingtbe flame ffill eafiward, through Greece to 
Confianttnopk :" (pcally all this fine imagexy fhould baT» 
been referved for feme pantomimical entertainment, for tht 
am^fement of children during the Chriftmas holidays :) and 
lalUy, page 58, by way of the grand caCafirophe^ Tht 
Mediterranean is likely to becotaie *<a bottomlefs pit to fwalioir 
up the feamen and treafure of this ifland.'* 

* Why d<^ we go to War ? addilipnal leaf tp tht afd edition, 
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jgard ib jufticp^ hive treat^^ bim with much 
greater fe verity; but he has pls^d himfelf fo 
erttirely at my mercy, that he has, in fome de- 
gree, excited my coinpailion, and I have not 
been defiroUs of piiibing him to extremities. As, 
however, he may ijot always meet with fo lenient if 
an adverfary, I wui^'^alce the liberty df giving 
him a counfel before we part (and a better hid 
heft friend cannot give); which is, Ihould he ever 
write again, attentively to bear in mind, that 
declamation is not argument, that affertion is not 
faiSt, and that accufation is not proof. 

, I,' 



THE END^ 
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